nanan enn 


VOIUME I. No. 9 --NOVEMBER 1938 


oe 


y 
> 


oF 
The Qucieton’ of the 
WORKERS STATE 


J.C HUNTER 
=Q= 


(1) The approach to the problem (2) The fate of a workers 
state 

(3) The relations between the distorted workers state and 
imperialism 

(4) T he remnants of October UST BE DEFENDED 

an d the burocratic distortion MUST BE SHASHED 


REE ae? OR. 6.’ ¥, 


— 


THE LENINIST LEAGUE U.S.A. 
P.O.Box 67 = Station D 
N EW Y ORK 


Tove 2 i foul Po rat ie 
5 jeu Vi: GRRE eR niente i RASA ly et 


See eel at, all pbc * 


yee te eaangadllly pearaiit 


mia 


GIN BE G QUES IIOI 
(WIRING BR RS “OFARE 


By J. C. Hunter 


1. THE 


PROACH TO THE PROBL 


hal of the counter-revolu- 
EN tionary Stalinist reaction has 
succeeded in burying Marxism to 
such a degree that in the present day 
it is necessary to revive Marxism as a 
living force in the proletarian ranks. 
So many Yravages have been wrought on 
the body of the international working 
class by the Stalinist burocracy that 
many radical workers are drifting 
willy-nilly into the confusion that 
the Soviet Union is no longer a Work— 
ers State. This is only natural, for 
it is indeed difficult to believe, if 
one does not hold fast to Marxism, that 
sO much damage to the toiling masses 
could be perpetrated by the rulers of 
a state which is still proletarian in 
its property foundation. The idea that 
the criminal Stalinist cliyue domin- 
ates a workers state is hard to grasp 
— of this there can be no doubt. The 
development of such a malignant growth 
as Stalinism on the body of the work- 
ers state is an entire&y unforeseen 
prenomenone The difficulty involved 
in grasping the problems created by 
the Stalinist reaction, however, are 
by no means insurmountable. Careful 
reflection is required to see through 
the black fog spread by Stalinism. 


There already exist organizations 
in the working class which deny that 
the Soviet Union is a workers state. 
The Marxist Workers League, the Revo- 
lutionary Marxist League, various An-~ 
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archist organizations, the Revolution-~ 
ary Communist Vanguard are some which 
have expressed this opinion. These 
ultra-leftist tendencies arrive at 
their conclusions in various ways. The 
Marxist Workers League (Mienovites ) 
has a fully worked out position which 
may be taken as representative of 
thoir orientation. The Marxist 
Workers League arrives at the corclu- 
sion that the Sovict Union is no long- 
er a Workers State by means of the 
following logic: 1) ‘There exists in 
Russia a burocracy which is anti-work= 
ingclass in nature; 2) There is no 
workers democracy in the Soviet Union, 
4. 6., the workers do not control the 
state and hence the means of produc~ 
tion,this control being vested entire— 
ly in the hands of the burocracy; 3) 
Therefore, the anti-workingclass buro~ 
cracy has converted itself into a cap- 
italist class and Russia exists under 
state capitalism. This is summarized 
in the following statement: 


"The Stalinist burocracy owns 
the means of production. But the 
average burocrat, the manager and 
the director can not lay claim to 
direct ownership of the machine. In 


this sense he is propertyless. In 
the sense that the state functions 


for him, that his exploiting posi- 
tion is expressed through control 
of the state, in that sense he is 
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an owner. Thus we see that the 
burocracy in reaching state capital- 
ism did not have to change the pro~ 
perty relations as expressed through 
the ownership of these by the state, 
that is, it did not have to change 
the form, it changed its content. 
This it accomplished by expropriat— 
ing the proletariat from political 


pover. In oxmprepriating them peliti- 


cally it also expropriated them ec 
@nomically since the proletarian 
evmmert..i1p of the means of’. prodwe- 
tion was vestod in the states" (the. 
Spark, July.4938, p. 14. Our emph- 
asise) 
In brief, the state owns the means of 
production,the anti-workingclass buro~ 
cracy unreservedly controls the stato, 
hence the burocrucy is a capitalist 
class and Russia is under state 
capitalism, 


In order to make clear the sever~ 
al varieties of confusion that are 
contained in this position of the ul- 
tra-lefts, it is necessary to investi- 
gate the history of burocratism in the 
Soviet Republic, lhenin's attitude to~ 
ward this burocratism and Lenin s con- 
cept of the nature of the Workers State. 


The bourgeois burocracy was dis- 
persed by the Bolshevik Revolution, 
Suffering from a great lack of cultu- 
ral development, the Russian workers, 
however, found that they were unable 
to function themselves in the stato 
apparatus and to restore and manage 
the industries which had been devasta- 
ted by the imperialist war. Hence, 
the ex-tsarist and ex-bourgeois buro- 
erats who had the necessary experience 
and ability had to be called back into 
the new state and industrial apparatus. 
Wide-scale bribery in the form of 
higher wages and better living condi- 
tions had to be used by the workers in 
order to induce those hostile officials 
to work. The burocrats of the former 
society Of the @xploiters, while they 
hated tho idea of a proletarian regime, 
realized that they would have to work 
in order to eat and finding themselves 
actually offered favored conditions, 
agrocd to function in the apparatus. 
Lenin describes the manner in which 
the tsarist burocrats swarmed into the 
apparatus of the prolotarian rogime: 


"We dispersed these old burocra~ 
tic elements, shook them up and 
then began to place them in new 
posts. Tho tzarist burocrats began 
to enter the. Soviet institutions 
and practice their burocratic meth- 
ods, they began to assume the 
colouring of Communists and, for 
greator success in thoir careers, 
to procure membership cards of the 
Russian Communist Party. And so, 
having been thrown out of the door, 
thoy fly in through tho window." 
(V. I. Lonin, Selected Works, Eng~ 
lish Edition, Vol. III, p. 353) 


Theses original burocrats of the prolet- 
arian rogime were in fact to a major 
degreo anti-workingclass, opportunistic 
carcorists. Many of them were out-and- 
out scoundrels who, to escape prolet- 
arian justice, posed as Commmists ad 
lator wont over to the Stalinist clique. 
In November 1922, Lonin gave the follow- 
ing harsh characterization of this 
burocracy: 


"We took over tho old state appar- 
atus, and this was unfortunate for 
us. Very often the state appar a tus 
works against us. In 1917, aftor we 
captured power, tho situation was 
that tho apparatus sabotagod us. 
This frightened us very much and we 
plcaded with the state officials: 
"Please come back.' They all came 
back, but this was unfortunate for 
us» We nowhave a vast mumber of 
state employees, but we lack suffi- 
ciently educated forces who _could 
really control them. Actually it 
often happons that at the top, as it 
were, whore we have state power, the 
apparatus functions somehow; but 
down bolow, where these stato offi- 
cials function, they function jn 
such a way that very often they 
counteract our measures. At the top, 
wo havé, I don't know how many, but 
at all evonts, I think, several 
thousand, at tho utmost several tens 
of thousands, of our ow people. 
Down below, however, thore are hund- 
reds of thousands of old officials 
who came over to us from the tsar 
and from bourgeois society and who, 
sometimes cOnsciously and sometimes 
unconsciously ,work against us."(V.I. 
Lonin,Selected Works,Eng.Ed. Vol. X, 

pg. 330. Our emphasis.) 
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Thus we see that this initial burocra~ 

cy, vast in proportions, was of such a 
reactionary nature that, very often it 

acted against the workers by counter- 

acting the measures of the Bolsheviks. 

The “hundreds of thousands of old of- 

ficials" were interested primarily in 
themselves and in injuring and under- 

mining the proletarian regime to the 

utmost. Lenin's aim was to keep this 

anti-working class burocracy function 

ing somehow until enough class- 
conscious workers had been trained to 
make the hostile burocracy unnecessary. 
The vicious nature of this burocracy 
made Lenin term it in March 1921 an 
ulcer and a sore: 


"The ulcer of bureaucracy un- 
doubtedly exists; it is admitted, 
and a real struggle must be waged 
against it.......Bureaucracy in our 
state system has become such a sore 
that we speak about it in our Party 
programme......" (V. I. Lenin, Sel- 
ected Works, Eng. Ed., Vol.IX,p.105. 
Our empnasis. ) 


The November 1922 statement of Lenin's 
quoted above shows that at that time 
the burocracy was still a menace to 
the workers. 
ingclass nature of the burocracy of 
his day, Lenin constantly fought it 
with might and main. 


Despite the existence of a huge 
anti-workingclass burocracy, Lenin in 
January 1921 dofined the Soviet Repub- 
lic as "a workors' state with burocra- 
tic distortions" (Selected Works, Eng-~ 
lish Ed. Vol.IX, pe33. Our emphasis.) 


The ultra-lefts do not consider a buro- 
such to be a sign that there 


cracy as 
is not a workers state: 


"The deciding factor would be: 
In whose interests is the burocracy 
acting? The answer to this detor- 
minss wnether we can label Russia a 
workars state." (The Spark, July 
1938, pe 25.) 


It is clear that this criterion of the 
ultra-lofts brings them in direct con- 
flict wita Leninism. The hugo buro- 
cracy of Lenin's day was anti-working- 
class in nature, an ulcer and a gore 
in the state system, and yet Lenin de~ 


Because of the anti-work- 


fined the Soviet Republic as a workers 
state. The first premise of the ultra 
lefts, that tho existence of an anti- 
workingclass burocracy is a sign that 
there is no longor a workors state in 
tho Sovict Union, is anti-Leninist in 
nature. 


Porhaps tho ultra-lefts will 
argue that in Lenin's day this anti- 
workingclass burocracy was held in 
check by tho existence of workers demo- 


cracy, i.@., by workers control over 
the stato apparatus. The fact is, 
however, that the real workors demo- 
cracy never oxisted in the Sovict Re- 
public. In April 1918, Lonin stated 
that’ the idea of workors control was 


only beginning to entor the conscious~ 
ness of the proletariat: 


"We have passod a workers! con- 
trol law, but this law is only 
just beginning to be appliod and is 
only just barely beginning to pene- 
trate the minds of the broad masses 
of tho proletariat." (V. I. Lenin, 
Sclected Works, Eng. Ed. Vol. VII, 
p: 328.) 


In March 1919, Lenin explained that 
the Sovict apparatus was accessible to 
the toilers in word but not in fact, 
i. @., that workors democracy exist ed 
mainly on paper: 


"The Soviet apparatus is acces— 
sible to all tho toilers in word, 
but in fact it is far from acces. 
sible to all of them, as we all 
know." (V.I.Lonin, Selected Works, 
English Edition, Vol.VIII, p. 349.) 


And in the same speech Lenin admitted 
that the toilors did not pertrerES ve 
in the work of government: 


"We can fight burocracy to the 
bitter end, to a completo victory, 
Only when the whole population par- 
ticipates in tho work d governmen t 
seoeedUt 60 far wo havo not managed 
tO get the toiling massos to parti- 
cipato in the work of govormnent." 
(Idid., pe 353. Our omphasis.) 


In the above quotation from Lenin's 
writings of Novombor 1922 we noted the 
admission that the workers lacked the 
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really to control the hundreds 
ex-tsarist and ex- 
bourgeois burocrats. Indeed so far 
was the Soviet Republic from having 
genuine workers democracy in Lenin's 
time that as late as 1921 at the Tenth 
Congress of the Russian Communist 
Party a resolution had to be passed 
under Lenin's guidance to introduce 
workers democracy in the Soviet Hepub- 


forces 
of thousands of 


lfc. And as late as March 1923: 
"The situation in regard to our 
state apparatus is so deplorable, 


not to say outrageous, that we must 
first of all think very carefully 
how to climinate its defects..." 
(V.I.Lenin, Selected Works, Eng- 
lish Edition; Vol. lXyepe, 087) 


Novertheloss,even though workers demo- 
cracy in the Sovict Republic was a 
programme and an objective rather than 
a reality, Lenin defined the Soviet 
Republic as a workers state. Undaunted 
by the fact that Lenin definod the So~ 
viet Republic as.a workers state evon 
though the .proletariat had no actual 
control over the machinery” of the 
state, the ultra-lefts trumpet boldly: 


“The term 'Workers State!’ which 


does not take into consideration 
the actual control by tne prolet- 
ariat, organized as a class over 


the machinery of the state,-is a 
meaningless phrase, void of discus- 
sion, a myth propagated by individ~ 
uals who have not mastered tho oele- 
ments of Marxism." (Tho Spark, Aug+ 
ust 1938, p. 35. - Our emphasis.) 


There is only one conclusion that can 
be drawn from this premise of the 
ultralefts: that Lenin was a windbag 


who uttcred meaningless phrases, pro- 
pagated myths and never mastered the 
elements of Marxism. The socond pre- 
mise of the ultra-lefts that because 
there is no workers democracy in the 
Soviet Republic there is no workers 
state is anti-Leninist in nature. 


The ultra-lefts admit that in 
Lenin's day there was a workors state 
in tho Soviet Republic. But as soon 
as they do this they are up against a 
stone wall of self-coOntradiction. For 
even in Lenin's time, the present~day 


wltra-lefts criberia of the existence 
of a workers state wore not fulfilled. 
Even in Lenin's day, there existed a 
huge anti-workingclass burocracy and a 
lack of workers democracy. To be con- 
sistent the ultra-lefts must fly in 
the face of Loninism and flatly deny 
that in Lenin's day tho Soviet Ropub- 
1i@ was a workers stator. 

Whether they like it or no$ and 
consciously or unconsciously, the 
uitra-lefts aré iy foreed into making 
their dedinition’-dfia Workers state 
depondbnt apon the dépree tb which 
antiozworkingclass foatures of the 
state optain. The ultra-lefts’ analy- 
sis! actually boils: d6m-—to thie? today 
jn tho Soviet Union the anti-working- 
etass features of the state have be- 
come sO preat: that they no longer bo~ 
lisve that a workers state exists. It 
is obvious,however, that such a theory 
is wholly idealistic in that it depais 
entirely on personal opinion, and in 
fact, Ono may say, on individual whim. 
To ono porson, one degroe of anti- 
werkingclass features of the state may 
constitute the criterion of the non- 
existence of a workers state; to 
anothor person, another degree may 
serve as the criterion; while to a 
third still another degree may be the 
deciding factor, and so on ad infini- 
tum. The ultra-lefts thus become in- 
volved in a hopeless mess of individu- 
al’ fancy and prejudice. 


A contral point of tne ultra 
lefts' theory is that in order for a 
stato to be a workers state it must 
act in the interests of the toilers: 


"No matter, owever, in what 
form it oxpresses itself, to be 4 
proletarian state it must function 
for the interests of the working 
class, its acts must conform to the 
alass position of the proletariat." 
(The Spark, July 1938, p. 7) 


Thoy cannot conceive of such a phono-. 
menon as a workers state acting against 
the interests of the toilers. Lenin, 
on the other hand, was entiroly able 
to comceive Ot a workors state which 
functions against the interests of the 
workers. If the wrkers stato is buro- 
cratically distorted, as it always was 


necessary 


oe ~- rere — ~perec$ 


Lenin in 1921, it 


for the workers to have organizations 
which protect them against their ow 
state: 


“Our present state is such that 
the entirely organized proletariat 
must protect itself, and we met 
utilize these workers’ organiations 
for the purpose of protecting the 
workers fron their own stute and in 
order that the workers may protect 
our state." (V. I. Lenin, Selected 
Works, English Edition, Volume IX, 
pg. 9 Our emphasis.) 


In fact, due to the burocratic distor- 
tion of its superstructure,the workers 
state even in Lenin's day acted in 
many respects 
the toilers. It is for this reason 
that Lenin waged such a powerful war 
against the vurocratic distortion for 
he realizca that this distortion may 


becoine overwhelming. Lenin did not, 
however, Yall into the ultra-left 
error: of concluding that because the 
anti-workingclass distortion of the 


state was enormous there was no longer 
a workers state in Russia. Nor did he 
put forth any idealistic fantasies 
that the existence or non-existence of 
a workors statc dependec on the degree 


of magnitude of the burocratic dis- 
tortione 
The difference »etween Leninism 


and present-day ultra-leftism stands 
out sharply. Even though its puper= 
structure was poisoned by a huge anti- 
workingclass burocratic distortion, 
which was not actually controlled by 
the workers, Lenin defined the Soviet 
Republic. as a workers state — with 
burocratic distortions. The degree of 
the burocratic distortion, we must ree 
Inew@ocr, increased constantly during 
Lenin's lifetime. From 1922 on, when 
Stalin became General Secrotary of the 
Rusvian Coimpnist Party and organized 
the burocratic distortion to central- 
ize power in his own hands, the buro- 
cratic distortion rapid ly approached 
frightful proportions. The "Testament" 
of Lonin written at the 
with its proposal to remove Stalin 
from the post of General Secretary was 
part of Lenin's campaign against 


against the interests of 


end of 1922 


WvuaLalies UNLULUUNATELY, EN LY¥Se aeawn 
prevented Lenin from guiding the 
battle against Stalinism. Lenin placed 
the leacorship of the war against Sta- 
linism in tne hands of Trotsky,who em- 
barkea on the criminal path of com 
promising with the Stalin clique and 


of adapting himself to it. "I am 
against removing Stalin," declared 
Trotsky (sce his autobiography, "My 


Lite," p. 466), thereby sabotaging tho 
proposed Lsninist war on the burocrat-— 
ie cistortion in the Party itself and 
leaving tne road open for the Stalin 
clique to enlarge it to its present 
overwiclming degree. The rest of the 
leadership of the Russian Communist 
Party directly or indiroctly worked 
with Stalin-Zinoviev-Kamenev, so that 
Stalinisis triumphed. 


It is profoundly important to 
note that though the anti-workingclass 
burocratic distortion of the state 
constantly increased and by the end of 
Lenin's life assumed a really prodigi- 
ous extent, Lenin never changed his 
derinition of the Sovict Republic as 
"q workers state with burocratic dis- 
tortions." Lenin's definition of the 
state was always based on the found- 
ations of sOcloty, the productive 
basis, which in the Soviet Republic 
remained in Lenin's day — and still 
romains today —~- socialized. If Lonin 
had been an ultra-loft muddlehead, his 
definition of the gtate in the Soviet 
Republic would have changed from year 
to year, for tho  anti-workingclass 
distortion of the suporstructure con- 
stantly increased. Lenin would have 
fallen into the childish position of 
saying: Today in 1920 we have 9/10 of 
a workers statc -~ Today in 1921 we 
nave 3/4 of a workors stato — Today 
in 1922 we have 2/3 of a workers stato 
— Today in 1923 we have 1/2 of a 
workers stute — and so forth in evor~ 
diminisning fractions. He would even 
have sot up some mathomatical equa 
tion oxpressing an inverse relation- 
ship between the dogroe of super— 
structural distortion and the quantity 
of workers stato remaining intact. 
Fortunately, Lenin was a Marxist to tho 
last, and, guided basically by the ex- 
istence of a socialized cconomy, de- 
fined the Soviet Republic as a workers 
state — distortod to different do- 
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grees in its superstructure. 


It is interesting to note what 
the ultra~lefts consider to be the es— 
sence of the burocratic distortion of 
the workers state, for in this they 
reveal their true nature most clearly. 
To Lenin, the hostile burocracy con- 
sisting of hundreds of thousands of 
ex-tserist and ex-bourgeois burocruts 
functioning in the state apparatus 
without actual control by the workers 
comprisea the burocratic distortion of 
the superstructure of the workers 
state. The dictatorship of the prolet- 
ariat, exercised through its revolu- 
tionary Party, was a feature of the 
superstructure which made it possible 
for the Soviet Republic, culturally 
backward, to move historically toward 
socialism. The ultra-lefts, however, 
consider the exclusive domination by 
the revolutionary Party to be the es- 
sence of the burocratic distortion of 
the workers state and, moreover, have 
the effrontery to foist their countér—" 
revolutionary concept on the shoulders 
of Lminl 


“Whereas on the one hand the 
concentration of power into the 
hands of tho Party made possible 
the expression of the working class 
domination over the peasantry,since 


by means of democratically elected 
Soviets, the petty—bourgeois rural 
eloments would have dominated the 
soviets, on the other hand this 
Party control of powor termed by 


Lenin, a with 

cratic distortions! contained with— 
in it the germs of the destruction 
of tho proletarian rule." (The Spark, 
Nov. 1938, p.18. Our emphasis.) 


Lenin fought tooth and nail to destroy 
all bourgeois influences in the Sovict 
Kopublic including that portion of 
bourgeois influence which was exercissd 
through the medium of all tho non--Bol- 
shevik political parties existing in 
the proletarian and pcasant ranks. 
Hence Lenin advocated the illegaliza~ 
tlon and destruction of the Menshevik 
and Socialist-Revolutionary parti cs, 
which in life had abundantly proved 
themselves to be counter~-revolutionary 
agents of the bourgeoisie. Lenin in- 
sisted that thero could be only one 


Party of the proletariat capable of 
leading humanity to socialism, the 

varty which based itself entirely on 

the teachings of Marx and Engels. 

Spurning the philistine liberalist 

concept of domocracy which boils dow 

to permitting the bourgeoisie the 

"right" of existence, Lenin fought to 

crush all non-Bolshevik partios. The 

destruction of all non-Bolshovik poli» 

tical influence was a way of purifying 

the superstructure of the wopkers 

state so that the historical march to- 

ward socialism could be maintained de- 

spito tho other diseases of the super- 

structurco. The opportunist scum which 
flourished in ail the non-Bolshevik 
parties was held by Lenin to be a men- 
ace to the dictatorship of tho prolet- 

ariat that had to be crushed. 


"Unless the rovolutionary scec- 
tion of the proletariat is thorough~ 
ly and sericusly trained to eject 
and suppress opportunism, it is ab- 
surd even to think of a dictator- 
ship of the prolotariat." (V. I. 
Lenin, Selected Works, Vol.VI,p.468. 
English Edition. Our emphasis.) 


What, howevor, is the ultra-lefts! 
concept of a healthy workers state? 


"The 
ers! state 


most healthy form of work- 
is one which permits a 
workers! democracy, the full right 
of differing workers parties to 
exist legally with complete frecdom 


to propagate their viows."” (The 
Spark, Jug. 1938, p- 36. Our om 


phasis. 


What “warkers" parties which are non- 
Bolshevik have viows that are in the 
interest of the proletariat, may we 


ask? The social-democratic party? 
The Stalinist party? The Trotskyist 
party? The Pivertist party? The 


Lovestonite party? The American Labor 
Party? The Indepondont Labor Party? 
And if a party has anti-prolctarian 


views, as all non-Bolshevik parties 
have, what revolutionary worker can 


doubt but that these reactionary par~ 
ties will repeat the treacheries and 
betrayals of the Monsheviks and Social- 
Revolutionaries. To the ultra-lefts, 
workers democracy means tho right of 
non-Bolshevik parties to exist and 
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propagate their views in the prolet- 
arian regime. To the ultra-lefts, the 
disease of the superstructure of the 
first workers state consisted in the 
fact that non-Bolshevik parties wore 
not permitted to cxist. To Marxists, 


the term, democracy, means control 
over the state. Boyrgoois—democracy 
signifies the control over the state 
by the bourgeoisie, while workors- 
democracy means workers control over 
the state apparatus. In the lingo of 


the ultra-lefts, on the other hand, 
domocracy is used in the same way as 
by the professional liars of the bour- 
geOis press, by the social-democrats, 
by the liberals and by backward work— 
ers, i.9., democracy means free speech 


for all. Honce, to the ultra-lefts, 
workers-democracy means free speech 
for all "workers" partios. Invariably, 


as we increase our understanding of 
ultra-leftism, its deep-rooted anti- 
Marxist nature becomes more clear. 


We have seen above in the quota 
tion from The Sprak of August 1938, 
Pevoo;, .boat. in the. opinion .or the 
ultra-lefts, unless the proletariat 
has actual control over the machinery 
of the state, the term workers state 
is meaningless. in jorder,-to ‘foist 
this anti-Loninist thesis on their 
readers, the ultra-lefts are compolled 
to commit some rather high-handed jug- 
gling of facts. In their "Thesis on 
The Russian question" (The Spark, July 
1938, ppe l-<2), the sixteenth poirt 
ig an illustration .of the...kind... of 
fraud perpetrated by the ultra-lefts. 
This point begins with the following 
statemont 


"The Revolution established this 
economic structure: it expropriated 
the bourgeoisie and socialized the 
industries, abolishing the profit 
motive in production; it national- 
ized the land, titles to the land 
belonging to the state, though the 
dominant part of the land continued 
to function under capitalist land 
rslationships; the right'of inheri- 

. tance was abolished; the bourgeois 
principle of payment for work con~ 
tinued." (The Spark, July 1938, 
p. 4, point 16. Our emphasis. ) 


Hore we haye an admission by the ultra- 
lefts that the rovolution establishod 


a certain specific economic structure 
differing from that which previously 
existed. Bourgeois economic structure 
was destroyed and a socialized econo- 
mic structure established in its place. 
The ultra-lefts must admit that the 
revolution established .a‘+socialized 
economic structure else they would 
find themsolves discounted as plain 
lunatics. But, in order to draw tho 
mind @f the reader away from the so — 
cialized economy established by the 
Bolshevik Revolution, however, the 
ultra-lefts follow the above admission 
with this utterly false statement: 


"Knowing that during the transi- 
tion between capitalism and social- 
ism there is no specific distinctive 
economic structure as distinguished 
from cither capitalism or socialism, 


pecially in such a backward country 
as Russia which contained more cap~ 
italist than socialist elements, 


was therefore to be found in the 
political control of the state, 
whose intorest the state defended, 
for whom it functioned, and the 


direction it was moving." (Ibid. 


Our emphasis.) 


Thus, it is only by denying a funda 
mental Marxist promise, that in the 
transition period between capitalism 
and socialism there exists a specific 
economic structure, the socialized 
property foundations of the workers 
stato, that the ultra-lefts can dclude 
their readers into taking into account 
only the superstructure of the workers 
state, the factor of political control. 
At all costs, the ultralefts mst 
blind the cyes of their readers to the 
basic structure of the workers state 
which still exists in Russia. This 
crude distortion of Marxism is nothing 
now. In Lenin's day, as now, there 
existed great confusion on the quese~ 
tion of what forms the basis of the 
rule of a class and of the nature of a 
state. some befuddled elements then 
held a position similar to that of our 
ultra-lefts of today, i.e., that.poli- 
tical control over the state apparatus 
is tho primo foundation of the domina- 


tion of the proletariat. Lenin gave 
theso mistaken persons an unequivocal 
answers 


"In what does the domination of 


Ses 


a class consist now? The domina- 
tion of the proletariat consists in 
the fact that the owership of pro» 
perty ty landlords and capitalists 
has been abolished......THn PRIME 
THING 7S THE QUESTION O® PROPERTY 
-...Those who, as we frequently ob- 
serve, associate the question of 
what determines the domination of a 
Class with the question of 'doemo- 
cratic centralism' are only causing 
confusion that makes it impossible 
to carry on any work successfully." 
(V.I.Lenin, Selected Works, English 
Edition, Vol. VIII, pp. 89-90. Our 
emphasis.) 


“The prime thing is the question of 
property," Yreplies Lenin to those who 


prattle about political control of the 
state being the prime consideration. 
When bourgeois private owership was 
destroyed, the Russian proletariat 
historicaliy became the ruling class 
even though the state apparatus was to 
@ major degree in- the hands of hostile 
vurocrats. of the former tsarist and 
bourgeois regimes and even though the 
Party of the workers did not as yet 
establish the workérs’ actual control 
over this distorted stato apparatus, 
Basing himself on Marxism, Lenin held 
property relations to be fundamental 
in- historical and political consider- 
ationse Historical and political fea- 
tures form a varying superstructure on 
property relations or form of owner— 
ship,the latter boing the basic gstruc~ 
ture. The muddleheadedness of the 
ultra-lefts consists in mistaking the 
super~structure of « society for its 
basic structure. The ultra-lefts agree 
that in Russia the property relations 
established by ‘tho October Revolution 
remain intact: 


"That the property relations es- 
tablished by October, in the sense 
of property rights being vested in 
the statc remain intact, is quite 
truc; that is, the form of Owder— 
ship remains the same." (The Spark, 
July 1938, p. 18. Our emphasis.) 


There is but one Leninist conclusion 
that can be drawn from this promise: 
since the property relations establish- 
ead by the October Kevolution remain 
intact, the proletariat in Russia is 


etill historically the ruling class 
and Russia still remains a workers 


state. The fact that there is not one 
particle of "democratic centralism" in 
the Sovict Union, j.o., that there is 
no democratic control over the politi- 
cal apparatus, does not change this 
fondamentally. If the ultra-leftists 
do not wish to abide by Lenin's form- 
lation that "The prime thing is the 
question of property," tet thom aband- 
on their pretense of being Leninists. 


The general relations of super- 
structure to basic structure during a 
transitional period may be formulated 
as follows: the basic structure, the 
property foundations, determine the 
class natures of the state, while the 
political superstructure determines 
the historical tendency of a socicty. 
Frou. the October Revolution to the so- 
cializaticn of property in 1918, the 
superstructure, under the control of 
the Bolshevik Party, was demolishing 
private ownership and transforming 
private property to socialized proper 
ty. In this period Russia was moving 
toward international revolution and 
socialism. From the time the means of 
production were predominantly social- 
ized, the basic structure has been 
proletarian, while the distorted super- 
structuro, during Lenin's lcadorship 
of the Party, was prolctarian in the 
sense that the Party of the proletariat 
which forms part of the superstructure, 
was revolutionary. In “this poried 
Russia was still moving toward social- 
ism. Since the ascendaunce of Stalin- 
ism and the abandonment of Bolshevism 
by the party, though the basic struc- 
ture of the state has remained prolet— 
arian, he superstructure has been 
wholly reactionary and hence in the 
present period Russia is moving back 
toward cupitulism. As long as thore 
remains a proletarian element in the 
basic structure or tue superstructure, 
thers remains something higiswwcally 
progeessiva in the Soviet Union yhich 
mast be dofended. When both the basic 
structure and tne superstructure have 
no proletarian elements then and then 
Onty, will the whole of the Russian 
state be entirely reactionary and will 
have to be smashed by the proletariat. 

Another 


feature of the Soviet 


~ Qe 


Union which blinds the ultra-lefts is 

the fact that the living conditions of 

the workers are so miserable while the 

burocrats live in comparative luxurys 

Indeed many persons feel that 

since the workers in the Sovict Union 

are no better off than those in capit- 

alist countries, and in some respects 

even worse, how can it de said that 

the Soviet Union represents a state 

which is different from that of capit-— 

alist socicty. These factors, it must 

be hold firmly in mind however, are 

conditioned by the nature or the super- 
structure and not of the basic struc- 
ture of saciety. Even though the bas-— 
ic structure of the Soviet Union, the 

sOclalizec. cconomy, has romuined wun- 
altered, tho masses from the very be- 
ginning of the Soviet Republic nave 

lived in miscory and the burocrats have 

had many advantages, but the dogreo of 

mass misery and of burocratic advant-~ 
age have changed from time to time 

with changes in the superstructure. In 

the carly days of the Sovict Republic, 

wnen even the ultra—-lefts admit there 

was a workors gtate, there was wide— 

spread famine umongst the masses white 

the burocrats 7:3 had many privileges 

The reasons for this were that the 

country had been devastuted by the im 

perialist and civil wars and by the 

imperialist blockude and that since 

the masses lacked the cultural requirc- 
ments nocessury +O operate the state 

Iachinery, the Party was forceé to 

bribe the tburocrats in order to pet 

them to work. Today, the masses live 

in misery though not in actyal famine 

and the burocrats in even greater lux- 

ury, but for different reasons. The 

burocrats, having usurped power in the 

state, appropriate the lion 6s share of 

production. The factor of famine and 

forced bribery have disappoured. Thus 

it is cloar tnat. the standard of liv- 

ing of the various sections of sOcicty 

is a function of superstructural fact- 

ors and not of the basic structure of 

sOciety. The standard of living chang- 

od wits alterutions in the superstruc- 

ture, though the hasic structurc, so- 

ei.lized production, romiined untrans- 

formeds Under capitulism, likewise, the 

standard of living varies from time to 

time, but tho basis of the bourgeois 

state, bourgeois private ownership, 

remdins tho sume. 


e To define the nature of the state 
on the tagis of tho standard of living 
of tho various sections of society is 
thoroughly philistine in approach and 
ontirely foreign to Marxisms 


The nature of a state is dotormin- 
ed by its basic feature, property ree 
lationships. In modorn times these 
rolationships take two fundamental — 
forms, hourgeois private Ownership of 
the means of production and socialized 
production. In rolation to the basic 
structure there exists a superstructure 
in the form of the control of the 
state and of tne means of production. 
Under’ both bourgeois private ownership 
and socialized production, however, 
the superstructure is by no moans nec- 
essarily permancnt and unchanging. 
History shows us that with the same 
basic structure various kinds of super-— 
structure can exist. 


Let us consider first the ree 
lations of basic structure to super- 
structure in two capitalist socicties. 
At the end of the 18th Century, the 
feudal state in Franco was destroyed 
by the bourgeois revolution and a cap- 
itaulist state based on capitalist pno- 
perty relations was croated inits 
place. At the beginning of this reyo- 
lution, the bourgeoisic established 
democracy for themselves, i.c., bourg~ 
eOis-democracy, waich gave them con- 
trol over the stato. Very som, how 
ever, threatened on. the one hand by 
the feudal aristocracy and on the oth- 
er hand by the propertyless masses, 
the bourgeoisie begin to lose their 
enthusiasm for their own democracy. 
Bourgsois-democracy was abolished and 
an iron military dictatorship under 
Napoleon was clamped dow on France, 
the bourgeoisie losin: for the time 
being their control over the state. 
To fortify his personal rule, Napoleon 
creuteod a tremendous centraulizec buro- 
cracy. This was a scrious change in 
the superstructure. Nevertheless, the 
state remained bourgeois, for the base 
ic structure, capitalist productive 
relations, remiined intact. Ultra- 
loft muddicheads of those days imagin- 
od that foudalism had boen restored by 
the military dictatorship of Napolcon, 
but the bourgeoisie knew better, for 
they saw that the basic structure, 


See Ola 


capitalist productive relations, still 
existed even though the superstructure 
was in the hands of the Emperor Napo- 
leon. In the subsequent history of 
France,, the superstructure changed se- 
veral times — bourgeois-democracy to 


military dictatorship to bourgeois 
democracy — but the basic structures, 
bourgeois private ownership of the 


means of production,continued to exist. 


In Germany in recent years the 
superstructure has also undergone pro- 
found changes while the basic struc~ 
ture has remained unaltered. The 
transirmation of bourgeois rule from 
denocratic to fascist in 1933, as the 
Kaiser's rule to Weimar Republic, in 
no way negated the fact that the State 
in Germany is still bourgeois, for 
capitalist productive relations remain 
fundamentally unchunged. When the 
bourgeoisie established their democra~ 
cy, they controlled the state. But, 
when they were faced by threats from 
the proletariat and forced to abandon 
their democracy for fascism, control 
of the stute passed exclusively into 
the hunds of a tiny clique of finance 
capitulists with Hitlor as its spokes- 
man. Today in Germany nobocy, regard 
less of how extensive his property may 
be, can oppose or criticize tho fas- 
etst turm oSzrulo. If tuo statu. orders 
the capitalists to give the workers 
"paid" vacations, they must obey with- 
out question regardless of what re- 


sentment they may feel at this state 
of intérference. Nevertheless, des- 
pite the fact that the bourgeoisie 


have actually been expropriated poli- 
tically, the state in Germany is still 
entirely bourgeois, for the oasic 
structuro, bourgeois private ownership 
of the means of production, prodemon- 
ates. Just as there can be a workors 
stute without workers-democracy, 80 
there can be a bourgeois state without 
bourgeois-democracy. If the ultra 
lefts who basco their definition of a 
state on features of the superstruc~ 
ture were cOnsistent, they would main- 
tain that, because in Germany there is 
no bourge0is-democracy, the bourgeois 
state has ceased to Oxist, tho bourg— 
eoisie no longer Own the means of pro- 
duction and German capitalism has van- 
ished. Such a "thoory", however, can 
only exaite a raucous belly-laugh from 


the German bourgeoisie in whose hands, 
unfortunately, the means of production 
rest as securely as ever and who enjoy 
the rrotection of their bourgeois 
stato. Again it 1s clear that the 
ultra-lefts attompt to base the defini- 
tion of the state on the nature of the 
superstructure leads to ridiculous 
fantasy. Thus we sec that as far as 
capitalist economy is concerned, the 
superstructure cun undergo vast alter- 
wtions while the basic structure ccn- 
tinues fixed. 


It must be borne in mind, however, 
that the relations of superstructure 
to busic structure in a capitalist ec- 
onomy and in a sOcialized economy are 
profoundly different in certain funda- 
mental respects. The Bonapartist and 
fascist dictatorships are superstruct— 
ural foatures which strengthen their 
basic structure, bourgsois private 
Ownership. Tho Stalinist distortion 
of the superstructure of tho workers 
state, on the other hand, is a super- 
structural characteristic which under— 
mines the basis of the workers state 
and ovontually will drag Russia back 
to capitulism. The bourgeois state is 
an orgumism which can be stable for a 
long period of timo on a national das— 
is. The workers state, however, in 
order tO cxist for a long enough time 
+o lead humanity to sociulism must be 
Organised on an international scale. 
Within Russia itself and internation— 
ally, Stalinism lays the basis for tho 
destruction of the first workers state. 


In Russia sometime after the over- 
throw of the bourgooisic in October 
1917, there was estaolished a workers 
state. For various reasons this work- 
ers state from the very beginning pos— 
sessed «a defective superstructure. An 
anti-workingclass burocracy flourished 
and the workers were unable to estab-— 
lish their own democracy. The workers 
state from the start was therefore 
plagued with burocratic distortions of 
the superstructure. 

Changes in this defective super— 
structure were possible in two direc- 
tions. Either the burocratic distor- 
tion could be removed entirely or it 
could grow. If the burocracy had beon 
destroyed and workers democracy estab- 


has io hee 


lishod, the state would have remainéd 
prolotarian in nature, for the basic 
structure, the socializsd economy, 
would have remained untouched. Unfor- 
tunately, to the incalculablo dotri- 
ment of the world working class, this 
cOurso was sabotaged. The Stalinist 
degonoration of the Russian Cormmnist 
Party orgunizei, intensified und cont- 
ralized the burocraetic distortion of 
the superstructure. The anti-working- 
¢lass burocracy which always existed 
in the Soviet Union has been macnified 
from the hundreds of thousands of Leh- 
in's day to several millions today, 
with Stalin standing at the head of 
the burocratic pyramid. 50 far tho 
burocracy has not abolished tue basic 
structure, the socialized economy. It 
cannot be donied that tae Soviet Union, 
if it is not first destroyed by world 
imperiulism, or dif tho burocracy is 


SS OT only “are ‘the ultra-lefts in 
* cOiiplete confusion on tho quest- 
ion of the state in general, but they 
misunderstand tho total naturo of the 
burocrutic distortion of the workers 
state in particular. It must be mude 
clear thut this burocratic distortion 
has two aspects both of which must bo 
understooa if the entire process of 
bic undermining of the workers stato 
is to be grasped correctly. 


Tie original burocratic distor- 
tion of the workers state was caused 
primarily by the extreme cultural back- 
wardness of the hussian proletariat. 
backing the cultural requirements to 
function themselvos in the state appa- 
ratus and so to have direct control 
over it, the Russian workers wero com 
pelled to permit the predominunt por- 
tion of tho state machinery to fall 
into the clutches of hundreds of thou- 
sands of ex-tsarist and ox-bourgcois 
burocrats. Bourgeois technical exports 
had to be bribed with exorbitunt sala- 
ries. Lenin's programio for dombatting 
this original distortion had as its 
central point widespread education of 
the workors to raise the cultutul lev- 
el to a@ degree where dopendence on 
burocrats from tho formor society of 
tno exploiters would be oliminated. In 


not overthrown by the workers, will bo 
dragsed back to capitalism by the Sta~ 
linist reaction. Today, however, not 
evon Stalin, tho groatost burocrat of 
them all, daros 


public about giving tho now socialized 


breathe a whisper in 
production over to private ownership, 


Historically speaking, the Soviet 
Union, which despite the frightful in- 
tensification of the burocratic dis- 
tortion of its superstructure is ttill 
a workers state, represonts a form of 
socicty which is in advance of capital- 
ism. What remains of the October Ro— 
volation — socialized production -— 
must be derended to the last agains t 
the attacks of both imperialism and 
Stalinism. 


2) THE FATE OF A WORKARS STATE 


the same passage of the above-quoted 
speech of Lenin's of 1922, this pro- 
grumnac is described: 


"Certainly nothing can bo done 
here in a short period of time. 
Here we must work many yoars in or- 
dor to improve the apparatus, to 
change it and to enlist new forces. 
Soviet schools and Workers! Facul- 
tios have been formed; sevoral hun- 
dreds of thousands of young people 
are studying,studying too fast per- 
haps, but at all evonts, the work 
has been started, andi I think it 
will bear fruit. If we io not work 
too nurriodly we snall within a few 
years have a largo number of young 
people who will be capablo of radi- 
cally changing our apparatus." 
(V.I.Uenin, Selected Works, Eng- 
lish Edition, Vol. X, pp. 330 331. 
Our emphasis.) 


Lenin envisaged the process of raising 
the cultural level of the workers to a 
high onough point tO enable thom to 
run the state apparatus as involving a 
poriod of time. Lonin looked primari- 
ly to the Bolshevik-educatei youth for 
the necessary forces to overcorie the 
initial burocratic distortion of the 
workers state. Meanwhile, whatever 


- le- 


measures were feasible to control the 
burocratic cancer, such as electoral 
devices, replacement of burocrats by 
class-conscious workers even though 
the latter were not sufficiently 
trained, sheer intimidation of the 
burocrats, and so forth, were utilized. 
This original disease of the super- 
structure Lenin believed could bo van-— 
quished in several years by Bolsnevik 
enlightenment of the masses, an en- 
lightenment which would be facilitated 
but not made unnecessary, by aid from 
the victorious proletariat of some of 
the more advanced countries. 


Qn this-‘origineg) (distortion of 


the workers state, somo of the ultra 


lefts hold a more or less correct po- 
sition. It is on tue later phase of 


the distortion, 
that all the 
completely. 


the Stalinist aspect, 
ultra~lefts fall down 


The origin and nature of the Sta 
linist phase of the burocratic poison- 
ing of the workers state lies shrouded 
in a dense fog spread,directly and in- 
directly, vy all the opportunist ten- 
dencies in the proletarian camp. The 
true story of this criminal page of 
history may be outlinod as follows. 
Sometime prior to the 10th Congress of 
the Russian Communist Party Zinoviev, 
Kamonev and Stalin formed a congpirat-— 
orial agreement to endeavor to enizench 
themselves in power in the Party appa 
ratus and to make their powor mermanert. 
Breaking with the Bolshevik organiz— 
ational principle of democratic cen— 
tralism, these conspirators omoarked 
on the opportunistic path of burocra- 
tic centralization of power in their 
own hands. This break with Bolshevism 
On the organizational principle of de~ 
mocratic contralism is the origin of 
the Stalinist degeneration of tho Rus- 
sian Commnist Party. 7 tte vitally 
essontial to note that the Stalinist 
degeneration did not originate along 
the lines of tampering with the pro- 
perty foundations of the Soviet Kepub-— 
lic, which as Lenin insisted, are tho 
prime thing in determining the rule of 


* See 
Trotsky's treacherous role. 


ism will appear in a forthcoming book, 
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the proletariat. The Stalinist clique, 
followed by the romainder of the Party 
leaders, abundoned the organizational, 
superstructvural principle of democrat— 
ic contralism, which must not be con- 
fused, Lenin warns, with the prime 
factor, the. gacialized property basis. 
In 1921, Stalin was proposed by Zina— 


viev for the previously non-existent 
post of General Secretary of “he 
Party, and at the next Congress was 


inducted into this 

the already- existing 
abusing his power of appointment to 
remove from the apparatus those who 
would not be subservient and to re- 
placo them with those who would, Sta 
lin within one year managed to con- 
tralize much power in his own hands. 
By Jarmary 1923 Lenin in the "Testa 
mont" called for Stalin's removal 
from the post of General Secretary. 
Severe illness and finally death in 
January 1924 made it impossible for 
Lenin to carry out his plan to combat 
Stalinism. The romainder of the Party 
leadership, directly or indirectly, 
worked hand in glove with the Stalin- 
Zinoviev-Kamenev clique. Trotsky, in 
whose hands the plans to destroy Stal-~ 
inism were directly placed by Lenin, 
bears the major responsibility for the 
victory of Stalinism, for by his beo- 
trayal of Lenin's confidence — sot 
forth in his autobiography and else- 
wicre* — the triumph of Stalinism was 
made p;ossikie. The Stalin cliaquo pro- 
ececded to operate by means of burocra— 
tic manipulations of tho Party machin- 
ery and by oreating scape-goat after 
scape-goat -~ Trotsky, Bukharin, etc., 
— to camouflage its crimes. Recog- 
nizing that victorious proletarian re- 
vOlution in the rest of the world 
would not tolerate a burocratic dis- 
tortion of the first workers state, 
the Stalin cliquc, through Zinoviev, 
the then head of the Comintorn, buro-~ 
cratized the Comintern and converted 
that organization into an instrument 
for the prevention of revolution. The 
various sections of the Comintern were 
put into the hands of careerists who 
were willing to carry out the Stalin- 


office. Utilizing 
burocracy, and 


for a brief outline of 


The entire story of Trotskyism as an aid to Stalin- 
WHITHER TROTSKY, 


by George Marlen. 


Avoiding Marxism by giv- 
ing the workers ultra-vichtist aad 
ultra—-leftist orientations in the 
various capitalist countries, the Sta- 
linized Comintern succeeded in crusa- 
ing revolutionary develojments by an 
ultra-rightist zigzag (in “Germany in 
1923, in England in 1926 and in Caina 
in 1927); followed by an u)tra-leftist 
Zigzag jin Spain in 193! and in Germany 
in 1929-1933; followed by an ultra~ 
rightist zigzap (n Franco, “Spain, 
Czeckoslovakia and China from 1935 to 
the prosent). 


ist designs. 


The present-day ultra-lefts whose 
confusion we have been considering 
tend in general to accopt tho Trotsky- 
ist “explanation” of the origin and 
nature of the Stalinist phass of the 


degeneration of the Russian Communist 
Party and of the Comintern. Trotsky 
in order to cover up his owi criminal 


part in the Stali-ist plot, blames ths 
dogonoration of the Russian revolution 


on the masses and bhe defcutist spirit, 


which it is alleged by him, 
theine 


cmame Over 


"It is for the very reason that 
a proletariat still backward in 
many respects achieved in the space 
of a few months the unprecedented 
leap from a semifcudal monarchy to 
@ sOcialist dictatorship, that the 
reaction in its ranks was inevit- 


ablee This rcaction nas developed 
ina series of consscutive waves. 


Extornal conditions and events vied 
witn oach other in nourishing it. 
Intervention followed intorvention. 
The revolution got no direct nolp 
from the wost. Instead of the ex- 
pected prosperity of the country an 
ominous destitution roigned for 
long. Moreover, the outstanding 
representatives of the working class 
G@ithcor died in the civil war, or 
roso a few stops higher and broke 
away from the mussos. And tkus 


after an unoxamplod tonsion o f 
forcos, nopos and illusions, thore 
came a long period of weariness, 


decline and sheer disappointment in 
the results of the revolution." 
(L.Trotsky, "The Revolution Betray- 
ed," 1937, p. 89. Our emphasis.) 


That this story about the dofautist 
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epirit of the Russian masses ie a mon- 
strous fabrication is clear from the 
Polloving facts. By 1923, when this 
allozod doteatism is supposed to have 
sot in, the HKussian workers had suc-— 
ceeotcd in completcly crushing the 
Waite Guard and imperialist counter- 
revolution, . the. proletarian reyolu— 
tion in Russia was firmly in the sad— 
dle. Dhes was the greatest triumph 
evor a hioves ty the exploited masses 


in tae entire history of lwnanity. 
fur2over {oe world proilotariat (in 
goreral was soothin= with revolution- 
ary z2al. The March action in Gormany 
in 19¢], tucugh abortive and leftist 


in nature, was a symmtom of ferment in 
the proletariat and 1 sourco of terror 
tO tad, vourgedisic, By 1923, Germany 
was Once move Yripe for proletarian 
revolution, while in China the bourg- 
edis rewolution was-prcéésoding*tapidly 
aid the proletarian revolution was on 
tne order of the day. The Russian 
workers, having achieved an overwhelm 
ing victory over their own oppressors, 
were 1lcoking with bright hope to their 
brotners iu the rest of the world. In 
Russia poworful demonstrations against 
the burocracy took place oven as late 
as Octover 1927. Trotsky and the 
ultra-lezts wno follow him in this 
Make a great ivise about the defeat of 
tne proletarian revolution outside of 
Russia, giving the impression that 
this made the degeneration of the Rus- 
sian Communist Party inovitable. nus 
they put the cart before tue horse, 
for the international prolotarian revo~ 
dution from i923 on was defeated bo- 
cuus> tae Russian Communist Paty and 
the Comintern whica it controled ha 
alreasy uncer:one a 4 ste Ot) 
Stalinist dcgzenceration, the iatt e- 
ginning roughly in 1921. By 1923, ease 
he German revolution was on the order 
of tue day, Lenin, decause of illness, 
was almost conmletely out of the poli- 
tical picture. The machinery of the 
Russian Communist Party and of the 
Couwintern was already in tho hands of 
the Zinoviev-Stalin-Kanenev clique,and 
+ was used by them to crush tho Ger- 
man revolution by means of tue ultra~ 
rightist Comintern zigzag of 1923 
(Stalinist-Social Democratic coalition 
governments in Saxony and Thuringia). 
The defoats of the other revolutions 
after 1923 were enginoered by tho Sta 
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lin gang through alternating ultra- 
left and ultra-right zigzags. The 
stories about tne degeneration of the 
Russian Communist Party being due to 
defeatist tendencies of the masses and 
the failure of the international revo- 
lution are fabrications from beginning 
to end. 


Could the Stalinist degeneration 
have been overcome by the workers of 
Russia under the objective conditions 
that existed? Yes! Beyond the shadow 
of a doubt this ¢ould have been accom 
plished. Only one “objective condi- 
tion" was lacking — a genuine Marxist 
leadership to combat Stalinism. Trot— 
sky, who long since abandoned his ad- 
herence to Bolshevism, conceals the 
fact that not the masses but the en- 
tire leadershiy of the Russian Commn- 
ist Party, including Trotsky himself, 
was to blame. Does Trotsky believe 
that, had a real fight against Stalin- 
ism been waged, this opportuni st 
scourge could have been defeated? Let 
us hear from the “Bolshovik-Leninist" 
himself: 


"And what is more, I have no 
doubt that if I had come forward on 
the eve of the twelfth congress in 
the spirit of a 'bloc of Lenin and 
Trotsky! against the Stalin bureav- 


part in the struggle." (L. Trotsky, 


“My Life", 1929, p. 481. Our omph- 
asis.) 
This reckless admission completely 


contradicts Trotsky's fables about the 

inevitability of the Stalinist reactim 

and of its triumph. This admission 
shows plainly that deep down Trotsky 

knows his own guilt, knows that Stalin- 
ism conquered because tho Leninism of 

the Bolshevik Party died with Lenin, 

knows that the stories about the Stal— 

inist reaction being inevitable are 

fraudulent inventionse 


The ultra-lefts, overlocking the 
role of conscious leadership and mouth- 
ing Trotsky's fairy tales about a 
"ereat defoatist tide," deny that Len- 
in could have defeated Stalinism. 


"Tt is-an error +o think that 


the presence of a Lenin would have 
been sufficient to halt that great 
dcfeatist tide which was sweepin g 
everything aside." (The Spark, 
July 1938, pe 9%) 


History shows, however, that time and 
again Lenin was able to overcome the 
Opposition of practically the entire 
leadership of the Party in evon the 
most chaotic of "objective conditions” 
On various questions. The polsmics on 
signing peace with Germany in 1918 are 
only one oxample of Lenin fighting 
against encrmous odds and, having the 
massos of the workers behind him, con- 
quering. By 1924, Lenin's prostige 
was colossal and if he had fought in 
his charucteristically uncompromising 
Marxist way, the Stalin clique, man-— 
euvering for personal power at the cx 
penso of the toilers, would have been 
scattered to tho winds. Zinoviev and 
Kamenov, plagued with a malodorous 
past in which opposition to the Bolshe- 
vik insurrection and general woll- 
known cowardice played a big part, 
would have immediately abandoned Stal-— 
in like the proverbial rats deserting 
a sinking ship. The remainder of the 
Party leadership which was turning op- 
portunist would have done likewise. As 
for Stalin himself, the "bomb" which 
Lenin had prepared against him — and 
which Trotsky conceals to this day — 
would have oxploded in his face and 
this relatively obscure figure would 
have been eliminated from the scone. 
Workers democracy would have been 
prossed forward in accordance with the 
Party programme and would have develop- 
ed to the highest possible degree, the 
Comintcrn would have been Bolshevized, 
and successful proletarian rovolution 
would have swopt the world. 


Even if Trotsky, without Lonin, 
had undertaken a Loninist war against 
St .linism, instead of sabotaging such 
awor, the dofert of Stalinism would 
have been a matter of comparative easa. 
The aoove-quoted statement of Trotsxy s 
that without doubt he could have d3- 
feated Stalinism is not a mere boasi, 
but is a sober statement of racto 
Trotsky, like Lenin, was a man ot im 
mense prestige. Moreover, hoe had the 
triumphant Red Army in nis hanes, for 
his role as the organizer of the Octo~ 


est ta 


ber Revolution, of the Red Army and of 
thé victories of the civil war was 
known to all the toilers. In fact the 
Stalinist clique in tho boginning was 
on the dofensive and feared Trotsky: 


rach later, in 1925, Bukharin 
saia to mo, in answer to my criti- 
cism of the party oppression: 'We 
have no domocracy because we are 
afraid of youe'" (L. Trotsky, "My 
Life," p. 488.) 


Upon the 
the person 


death of Lenin, Trotsky was 
to wnom ths mass3s looked 
for leadership on all fronts. History 
records the path Trotsky, like the 
rest of the leadership of the Balsho- 
vik Party, chose — an opportunistic 
attempt to gst onto the bandwagon of 
tho Stalinist clique. 


It is true that the Russian mass- 
6s were backward. But Trotsky, Stalin, 
Bukharin, Zinoviev, 
evory one of the secoundrels who aban- 
doned Bolshevik democratic centralism 
in an effort to become part of a por- 
sonal ruiing clique were not backward. 
Thess wore among; the most acvanced mon 
in the world and noliticully, ouctually 
tne most advanced kvon granting w 
certain amount of dofeatism aid demo~ 
raélizatio of the masses the ebandon- 
ment of Bolsrev2sm oy the leaders of 
the Russian Communist Party cortainly 
cannot be attributod to suci weaknesses 
of the masses. The ultra-lefts in ox 
plaining the degenoration of tho Bol- 
shevik Party leuders by tac difforent 
moods ot the iiussian masses Orly help 
Stalin, Trotsky and the rest of the 
degenerated revolutionists to conceal 
tneir crimes. Tho leaders of ths Bol- 
shovik Party consciously reversed Lens 
in's programme for combatting the 
burocratic distortion of the super- 
structure of the workers stato. In 
place of this’ programme thoy embarked 
on the path of enlarging the burocracy 
and centralizing it about thomselves, 
thus constituting thomselvas, ratnor 
than the Russian magssos, the rulers of 
the proletarian state. How are the 
moods of the Russian masses to blame 
for this crime? The moods of ths Rus- 
sian masses are no more to vlame for 
the villainy or their leaders than are 
those of the German masses for the 


Kaménev, Radek and 


erimes of Kautsky in 1914. The crimes 

of the lsaders of the Russian Commnist 

Party were carried out not because of 

ho Russian masses but against their 

wilt. In so far as they were ablo,the 
TIussian massoe, evon without a genuine 

Leninist Jeatership, resisted the Sta- 

linist degeneration, as the strikes 
agaznst the burccracy even up to 1923 

andi the gigantic demonstration in Len- 

dingraa in 192? testify. The Stalinist 

clique ecm only tuank the ultva lefts 

for bluming the growth of burocratism 
on the masses. 


The Trotskvist assertion that the 
Stalinist degeneration of the Octobor 
Revolution was inevitable bocause of 
tho backwardness of Russia, defeatist 
spirit, ana so forth, boars the impli- 
cation that din an advanced country 
such a phenomenon could not occur. 
Some reflection on this point, howevor, 
Will stow tiuat this implication is 
falso and extromely dangerous. :A Sta 
linist degsneration of a proletarian 
revolution dees not hinge upon the 
baclwardness or advancement of a 
country Tau primary causo of a Sta~ 
linist degeneration of a proletarian 
revoJution is ‘the Bbandonment of the 
Bolshevik organizational principle of 
deinocrasic contralism by the ieader~ 
ship of tae revolutionary Party and 
its adoption of an opportunistic at~ 
tempt to xather personal power by 
practicing burocratic centralism. 


The proletarian revolution— 
ary movoment is. composed of individuals 
wio devolop in a visicus society, carp— 
italism. Tho rottennoss manifestod by 
Trote:y, Stalin, Bukharin, Radek, Zin- 
oviev anc the others is a product of 
the rotten oxploiting society in which 
thoy matured. Like everything undor 
capitalism, the revolutionary movement 


recoives its duc quota not only of 
scoundrels, advonturors, cowar ds, 
idbots. and weaklings but also of im 


mature Marxists. Is there any reason 
for believing that in tho so-callud 
advanced nations any the loss rotton- 
noss is bred..in human beings than in 
tho ‘backward countrios? Not in the 
least, as can readily be seon from 
even a cursory glanco about us. In 
tho advanced countries, as woll as in 
tho backward ones, the revolutionary 
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movement will be composed of human bes 
ings many of them having to one degree 
or another the seeds of corruption in- 
evitably produced by a corrupt society. 
Once in a great while, there will ap- 
pear a Marx, an Engels or a Lenin, who 
in the process of individual develop 
ment and in the course of the revolu- 
tionary struggle manages to cleanse 
himself of every particle of capitalist 
filth. Tho rest of the revolutionary 
movement will consist to a consider- 
able extent of individuals who have 
not completely broken with capitalism 


psychologically or politically.Neverthe- 


less, it is with such imperfect human 
beings that the revolution must be 
made. Are we to wait for perfection 
before attempting to destroy capital- 
ism? "No, we want the socialist revo- 


lution with human nature as it is now..." 


answers Lenin in his "State and Revolu- 
tion". And with human nature imperfect 
as it is now revolutions have been and 
will be made. 


In the advanced countries, as in 
the backward ones, much of the filth 
of human nature bred by capitalism 
will be carried over into the begin~ 
nings of the proletarian society. The 
leadership of the revolutionary Party 
and the mmrbersnip of the Party in 
general will have all the limitations 
produced in a vicious society. Li 
that leadership succumbs to the cor- 
ruption engendered by capitalism, if 
that loadership breaks away from the 
Bolshevik path and starts to play for 
personal power, and if no genuinely 
Bolshevik eloment remains to combat 
this degeneration, thon the burocratic 
undermining of the proletarian revolu- 
tion will take place regardloss of the 
degree of advancement of a country. 
The millions of burocrauts and officids 
of the former society of the oxploit- 
ers, rocking with petty-bourgeois ideo- 
logy and yoarning, consciously or 
unconsciously, for. . tho "00d ~ old. 
times", will givo willing support to 
the Stalin of the advanced countries 
just as they worked hand in glove with 
Stalin of backward Russia. A burocra~ 
cy may be creatod by the now Stalinist 
jegeneration, and perhaps even more 
readily than wes done by the Russian 
Stalinism. In the advanced countries, 
the burocratic degenerates will have 


far moro material means with which to 
bribe the bourgeois-minded burocrata 
than those of Russia had. Let it not 
be imagined that in the advanced 
countrios the workers will be immedi- 
ately able to establish a complete 
workers domocracy. Like in the back— 
ward nations, time will be required 
for the workers of the advanced lands 
to learn how to manago the state mach- 
inery. It is true, naturally, that 
the establishment of a genuine workers 
democracy will be easier in the ad— 
vanced countries becauso of the higher 
cultural level of the workers to begin 
with. But it is tho merest wishful 
thinking to imagine that in the 
advanced nations the establishment of 
an undistorted workers stato will pro- 
ceed automatically without any inter- 
nal dangers to struggle againste 


The history of the Second Intor~ 
national throws. a rovealing light on 
this problom of the relation of the 
degeneration of a revolutionary leader- 
ship to the degree of advancement of a 
country. The frightful degeneration 
of the Sociul-democracy since the 
doath of Engels was unrelated to tho 
desree of the advancement of the 
nation in which it existed. Advanced 
Gormany procuced the corrupt Kautsky; 
backward Russia, the incomparable Len- 
in. Backward Russia gave forth the 
decayed Plekhanov; advanced Germany, 
the heroic Karl Liebknecht. Tho de- 
generation of the Social—democracy in 
general was a world-wide phenomenon, 
and was related not to the individual. 
rogions of capitalism, but to intor- 
national capitalism as a wholo. 


The history of the Bolshevik Ro- 
volution has brought to light some ex- 
tremely valuable principles. We learn 
that a workers state doos not necessar— 
ily lead to a socialist socisty. A 
workers state leads to a socialist 
socicty if it remains undistorted by 
malignant growths that have their ori- 
gin in capitalism. For a workers state 
to lead +t0 socialism, repardloss of 
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country involved, the fundamental re- 
quirement is this: the revoluticnary 
Party tmugt remain Marxist-Leninist to 


the very period of its dissolution 
torether with the sherin,; away of 


the state. The revolutionary Party 
mast at all times retain the highest 
degree of i freedom from capitalist 
ideology. The workers of all lands 
will have to guard against revivals of 
capitalist influence in their leaders 
even when capitalism has beon over- 


thrown. To tell the workers the fairy 
story that the burocrati¢c degenoration 
of the rovolutionary Party is duc to 
tho backwardness of a covntry is to 
rob thom of their class vigilance and 
to leave the road cloar for "Stalinist" 
dovclopments in tho advanced nations. 


RECAPITULATION OF THE ARGUMENT 


A) ON THE WORKERS STATE IN RUSSIA: 


l. The Bolshevik Revolution social- 
izod tho means of production and on 
tho basis of this socialized economy 
established a workers state. 


2. From the very, beginning, this 
workors state possessed a defective 
superstructure,a burocratic distortion. 


3. Tho. workers state, thorefore, to 
varying degrees from the very start 
had anti-workingclass features. 


4. Lenin advanced a programme for 
destroying tho burocratic distortion 
of the workers state, the central 


point of this programme being Bolsho- 
vik-eduéation of the masses to anable 
ther to establish their own control 
- over the state apparatus, i.ce., to es- 
tablish workers democracy. (Party 
programme of 1919 and rosolution on 
Workers Democracy passed in 1921.) 


5. The leadership of the Party, aban- 
doning the Leninist Party organization 
@l principle of democratic centralism, 
embarked on an opportunistic path of 
centralizing power in the hands of a 
small clique headed by Stalin. 


6. This opportunistic leadership, om- 
ploying burocratic centralism as its 
organizational "principle," sabotaged 
Lonin's programme to combat burocrat- 
ism and, enlarging the burocratic dis— 
tortion and giving it an organized ex 
pression, carried it to its present 
Overwhelming proportions. 


7. The anti-workingclass features of 
tne state have thererore come to pro- 
dominate the entire superstructure in- 
cluding the Party, 


8. The socialized means of production 
Which constitute the structure of the 
state have, however, remained basical- 


ly unchanged in form, i.e., havo ro- 
mainod socialized. 


9. Therefore, tho state in Russia to- 
day is still a workers stato - with a 
stupendous burocratic distortion. 


B) ON A.WORKERS STATE IN GENERAL: 


1. Tho class nature of tho state is 
determinod by the form of ownership, the 
property fougdations, whilo the histo- 
rical tondency of tho socisty in gen- 
eral is determined by the political su- 
perstructura of the state. 


2. The existence of a workers state 
dopends on the existonce of a social- 
ized economy. 


®. Whether or not a workers state 


acts in the interests of the toilers 
bears a dirsct relation to frecdom 
from acievorticn. Of 10s polini cad 
superstructure. 


4. A politically undistorted workers 
state can, on an international scale, 
lead humanity to a socialist socioty. 


5. <A workers state, if tho distortion 
of its superstructure increases in- 
stead of diminisies,. will eventually 
be destroyed. 


6. When the distortion has become 
strong enough to abolish the socializ- 
ed economy and restore bourgoois pri- 
vate ownership of tho moans of produc- 
tion, the workors stato will be do- 
stroyed and a capitalist state ostab- 
lished in its place. 


7. A bprocratic distortion of the 


superstructure of a workers state can 
Occur regardless of the desroc of 
backwardness or advancement of a 
country. 


8. If the revolutionary Party romains 
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Marxist-Leninist to the last, the 
burocratic distortion will be overcome 
regardless of the backwardness or ad~ 
vancement of a country. 


9. If the revolutionary Party adan— 
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Note: On page 92 of STALIN, TROTSKY 
or LENIN by George Marlen of the 
Leninist League, there appeared the 
following passage: 


"Stalin knew through personal 
experience that a burocratic pyram. 
id could be erected only after the 
overthrow of the bourgsoisio in a 
backward country, with the prolet- 
arian revolution defeated outside, 


following a long, stronuous, skill- 


dons Marxism-Leninism, the burocratic 
distortion will be intensified and the 


workers state will eventually be under- 


mined regardless of the backwardness 
or advancement of a country. 


Ct Ned Wand Hed Wendl Ted Teed Woodt fodt at Woot Ode Godt fol ot Sot Wad Waoll Raodl | 


ful etruggig.againss Workers Demo- 
cracy." (Emphasis in tho original.) 


This gives the impression that a Stal-~ 
inist degeneration of a workers state 
could not take place in an advanced 
country. After further study and re- 
scarch, wo find that this position is 
not corroct. Ws therefors take this 
occasion to correct this evaluation. 
Comrade Marlon no longor holds this 
position. 
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3. THE RELATIONS BETWEEN THE. DISTORTED 
WORKERS STATE AND IMPERIALISM 


hp 


INCE the ultra-lofts do not un- 

derstand the nature of the dis- 
torted workers state, thoy naturally 
are in complete confusion as to its 
relations to world imperialism. 


Lenin pointed out that the funda- 
mental cleavage in the present histo- 
rical epoch is that between the wrk- 
ers state with burocratic distortions 
and world imperialism. Between these 
two antugonistic social systems a 
clash is inevitable: 


"We are living not merely ina 
state, but in a system of states, 


and tne existence of the Sovist Re- 
public side by side with imperial- 
ist states for a long timo is un- 
thinkable. One or the other must 
triumpn in the end. And before that 
end supervenes, a series of fright— 
ful collisiors between the Soviet 
Republic and the bourgeois states 
will be inevitable." (V. I. Lenin, 
Selected Works, Eng. Ed. Vol. VIII, 
p- 33. Emphasis in the original,) 


From 1918 to 1921, the international 
imperialists tried to destroy the work- 
ers state by military violenee. For 


this first assault on 
the Soviet Ropublic failed. In the 
pears that followed, the imperialists 
tried again and again to organize a 
now attick, but, torn by inter-imperi- 
alist conflicts, failed each time to 
do so. At present, however, world im- 
perialism has succeeded in temporarily 
shelving its internal conflicts and 
has almost entirely cleared the road 
for a new attack on the distorted work- 
ers stato. The Munich agreement re- 
cently signed by the British, German, 
French and Italian imperialists and 
supported by the Japanese is the 
clearist sign of the formation of a 
united imperialist front against the 
burocratizod Soviet Union. In every 
way possible, the path of German im- 
perialism, the military spearhead of 
this anti-Soviet front, is being open- 
ed to the East. Every demand of the 
German imperialists which falls in 
line with the projected assault on the 
crippled proletarian state is boing 
fulfilled by the ruling British and 
French gang, with American imperialism 
standing by and covering its approval 
of this murderous plan with tho cloak 
of "pacific" silence. No stone is be~ 
ing left unturned in the forging of 


various reasons, 


Seog 


the last links of the imperialist anti- 
Soviet chain. Precisely when the at— 
tack will be launched it is impossible 
to furetell, out that it will occur in. 
the near future there can be no dount.* 


tos Lenin, the inter-imperialist 
conflicts were a life-saver for the 
Soviet liepuolic in that they gave it a 
breathing spell in waicn to prepare 
bota itself and the international pro- 
letariat for the inevitable conrlict. 
Lonin coneeivea of only two alternat- 
ives in this conflict: either world 
Cupitalism would te destroyed by the 
international. proletariat or wonld 


Capitalism would destroy the only ex~- 
isting workers state. Lenin's line 
was tO work through the Comintern ror 


tne spread of international proletari- 
an revolution and, taking advantage of 
tne contradictions witnin the imperi- 
alist camp ‘in avery way, tO press at 
all times for the defeat of ail the 
imperialists. The international poli- 
tics of the Soviet Republic in Lonin's 
time were unmistakeable in tacir clear 
posing of the defeat or all tho imperi- 
alists as the primary prerequisite for 
world proletarian revolution, the only 
possible presorvor of the first work- 
ers state. 


If the Stalinist burocratic dis- 
tortion of the wrkers state nac been 
destroyed in line wit: -Lenin's pro- 
gramme, the international politics of 
the workers state would be ‘today revo- 
luticnary as thoy were in Lenin's time. 
The abandonment of Leninism by the 
leaders of the Russian Communist Party 
and the consequent overwhelming ascen- 
dence of the oburocratic distortion, 


however, have distorted also the inter- 


national politics of the workers state. 


On the international arena, the 
Stalin cliqme finds itsolf faced by 
two threats, proletarian revolution 


and imperialism. Since 1923, it has 
been preventing proletarian revolution 
by means of the Comintern ultra-right 
and ultra-left zigzags. With imperi- 
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alism it compromises as long as it is 

adle, avoiding in every way any acticn 

which might causo the defoat of imperi- 
alism for such a defeat would in turn 
proletarian revolution. 

Stalin, knowing full well the Leninist 

prediction that an attack on the work- 

ors state by imperialism is inevitable, 
trics to prolong the intor-impcrialist 

conflicts dy attaching himself to one 

Or anotner camp Of imperialism. First 

German, then Fronch imperialism served 
hime stor’ thisskipurpess. The "yzete! 
signed by Stalin with the various cap- 
italist powers are nothing but an ex- 
pression of his compromising policy 
to ward off the inevitable attack on 
tae workers st«te as long as possible. 

The imperialists, torn by fiorce con- 

flicts amongst themselves, used these 

"macts" in the past as diplomatic 
clubs, sO tO speak, against one anoth- 

er. That fundamentally thesc "pacts" 

were novor worth the paper they were 

written on ard were never taken seri- 

ously . dither by othe imperialists 

themsclvés or by Stalin now becomes 

clear. «All ‘the imporialist "pacts" 

with the workers state are going up in 
smoke, for the imporialists, who never 

for a moment lost sight of the funda- 

mental cleavage in the intsrnational 

scenc, tnat betweon imperialism and 

tne workers state,have finally launch- 

ed unequivocally on their project to 

renow the assault on the Soviot Renub- 

tess 


Nowhere does the political infant 
ilism of tho ultra-lefts stand out 
mora. trazically than in their cvalu— 
ation of the Stalinist manouvers with 
imporialism. Incredible as it may 
seem, the vltra-lefts tako the "pacts" 
at thoir face value! Swallowing hook, 
line and sinker tho "comedy" being 


nlayed by Stalin snd tho imperialists, 


the ultra-lefts cry out indignantly: 


"In connection with theso moves 
aligning Russia in the league of 
capitalist roboers, wo have witnes- 
sed the signing of mutual pladges 


* In this connection, see IN DEFENSE OF EOLSHEVISM Vol. I, #8, Sept-Oct.1 9 3 8. 


The article entitled "The Character of the Coming War and the Tasks 
gives a more extendod treatment of thie -impending war against t he 


letariat" 
Sovict Union. 


of the Pro- 
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of military assistance to the im- 
perialist nations. Imagine! — K 
workers state! pledging herself to 
send the ‘workers! army to aid in 
tho plunders of the imperialists. 
This is the straw that breaks the 
camei's back." (The Spark, October, 
1938, pe 28.) 


The ultra-lefts may save themselves 
the trouble of getting so indignant, 
for the "pacts" betwean Stalin and the 
imperialists are a thing of the past, 
in light of the Munich accord, which 
will never arise to shock the ultra~ 
lefts! sensibilities. Harsh reality 
in the form of a ferocious attack by 
imperialism on the workers state will 
soon take the place of Stalin's paper 
promises of military aid to imperial- 
ism and the impertalists' sham accept- 
ance of such offers of assistance. Tho 
"logic" of the ultra-lefts is a rather 
intcresting spectacle. In defining 
the state in Russia, they look only at 
the distorted superstructure and de- 
cide that a workers state has ceased 
to exist. But in analyzing Russian 
foreign policy, they no longer concen- 
trate on the distorted superstructure 


and hence do not sec that it is the 
malignant Stalinist cancer, and not 
the socialized economy, which signs 


"“bacts" promising military aid to im- 


perialism. And so the ultra-letts cry 
out: Imagine! Russia signs pacts with 
imperialism. Could a real workers 


state do such a thing? Of course not. 
Therefore there is no longer a workers 


state in Russia. With such a "logic", 

the ultra-lefts might also have cried 

— as in fact the ultra-lefts in Russia 

did cry —- in Lenin's day: Imagine! A 

workers state wanting to give oil con- 

cessions to foreign capitalists! Could 

areal workers stato do such a thing? 

Of course not. In 1921, the Soviet Re- 

public signed a trade agreement with 

tho British imperialists who only a few 
months before were giving Poland support 
in her war against the workers state. 

Could a real workers state do such a 

thing, our ultra-lefts would have cried. 
Of course not, etc. etc. The complox- 
ity of political relations is the fact- 

or which forover baffles many opportun— 

ists, in this instance the ultra-lefts. 

To them life is an all-or-nove proposi- 

tion. Either the workers state is ab- 

sOlutely perfect or it is not a workers 

state, is the reasoning of the ultra 

lefts. In Lenin's day, because of eco- 

nomic weaknesses, the Soviet Republic 

for revolutionary purposes was forced 

to pursue in its foreign relations cer- 

tain policies which in some respects 

tomporarily profited the imperialists. 

Today, because of the complete ascond- 

ance of the Stalinist distortion of its 

superstructure, the Sovict Republic for 

reactionary reasons aids international 

imperialism. This in no way negates 

tho fact tnat the socialized economy, 

wnich existed in Lenin's time, still 

exists and forms the basis of a workers 

state, distorted to one degree 

or another, in both Lenin!s 

and Stalin's day. 


4. THe REMNANTS OF OCTOBER MUST BE DEFENDED; 
THE BUROCRATIC DISTORTION MUST BE SMASHED 


HEN Lenin wés confronted by the 

rising Stalinist monster, he drew 
the sword of Marxism and proceeded to 
the attack without hesitation. Our 
ultra-lefts, however, stand before the 
huge Stalinist dragon with their mouth 
agape and are only able to gurgle a few 
childish sounds: The Stalinist burocra~ 
cy is a class tut not a class — 
has a socialized economy but not a 
workers state — Stalinism was inevit- 
able — Imagine! Pacts with imperial. 
ism! — and so forth. 
being unable to understand and hence to 


Russia 


And what is wrse, 


combat Stalinism, they objectively only 
aid it — and imperialism. 


Basing his policy on what is fun— 
damental in society, the productive 
relationships, Lenin, observing social- 
ized production in Russia, considered 
Russian society, although impoverished 
by the social cataclysm, a higher form 
than that in tho capitalist world. Re- 
gardless of how distorted the super- 
structure of the workers state might 
be, Lonin's aim was to defond the 
foundations of this distorted workers 
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state, the socialized economy, against 
all enemies. Three foes threatened 
the socialized economy of the Soviet 
Republic in Lenin's day. First, Rus- 
sian and world imperialism through 
Menshevism and direct military assault, 
secondly, the initial burocratic dis- 
tortion of the workets state caused by 
the Russian proletariat's cultural 
backwardness, and thirdly,the Stalin- 
ist distortion of the workers state 
caused by the opportunistic degenera~ 
tion of the leaders of the Russian 
Communist Party. In the present day, 
two enemies still threaten the Soviet 
Republic, world imperialism and the 
Stalinist distortion. The Leninist 
policy for the proletariat within and 
outside of the Soviet Union fundament- 
ally holds as true today as when Lenin 
first formulated it for the defense of 
the workers state. Imperialism must 
be defoated on a world scale and the 
burocratic distortion of the first 
workers state, today Stalinist in nat- 
ure, must be destroyed. 


The ultra-lefts, since they para- 
doxically conclude that the socialized 
economy of Russia is tho basis of a 
capitalist state, naturally, as far as 
war is concerned, lump Russia with the 
capitalist countries: 


"Thus when we consider the basic 
capitalist nature of Russia, no 


matter what heights its productive 
forces will attain, any war that 
this state capitalist regime con- 
ducts is a reactionary wer for 


Markets end more profits for the 
Russian rulers " (The Spark, Octo- 
ber, 1938, p. 27.) 


Consequently, the ultra-lefts call for 
the military defeat of the distorted 
workers state: 


"Our program as regards a Rus- 
sian war is clear. We must condem 
the war and apply the line that 
Lenin fearlessly carried out in all 
wars of a predatory character — 
revolutionary defeatism, to call 
for the military defeat of all the 
armies as a means of overthrowing 
the Russian, French, etc., govern- 
ments." (Ibid., p. 32.) 


A groater service to 
cannot be conceived. 


imperialism 


Let us examine again the situ- 
ation in the imperialist and Stalinist 
camps,for the more detailed the under~ 
standing of roality pbeoomes, tho more 
grotesyuc is tie position of the 
ultra-lofts seen to be. 


In the first placo, the ultra- 
lefts as well as the Trotskyites and 


Lovestonites, despite all their "Len- 
inist"howling, havo gulped dowm Stal- 
in's "collective security" fakory 


without evon blinking an eye. The 
ultra-lofts adcectually bolieve it is 
possible that Russia will fight ina 


war allied to somo imporialist power. 
The Stalinists, using an ultra-right, 
(Popular Front), zigzag in order to 
prevent proletarian revolution, hogtie 
the workers to the bourgeoisie by 
telling them to "defend democracy 
against fascism". In accordance with 
this treacherous line, the Stalinists 
also bamboozle the workers with the 
fantasy that the "domocracies" will 
fight on the side of the Sovict Union. 
And the ultra-lefts ropeat this Stal- 
inist fakery word for word! Reality, 
however, explodes this Stalinist fic- 
tion. The "democracies" aro lining up 
with Hitler and in 
evory way possible prepare for the 
inevitable assault on tthe Soviet Union. 
Once Hitler starts the attack on the 
workers state, world imperialism as a 
whole will continue to assist him up 
to the hilt. The ultra-lefts naively 
believe it is possible that some of 
the imperialists will help the Soviet 
Union to defeat other imperialists. 
Facts show, howevor, that in the pre- 
sent historical epoch world impcrial- 
ism cannot and wil] not permit the do- 
feat of any of its national sections. 
The fierce antagonism between German 
imperialism and ths Anglo-French bloc 
is well known. Yot we sec that even 
at the expense of really enormous 
self-sacrifice, French and British im-~ 
périalism exert every effort to 
bolster German capitalism and prepare 
it for their war against the Sovict 
Union. For this purpose the hegemony 
of the Evuropsan continent has actually 
been surrenaered to German imperialism 


Seen 


by the Anglo-French bloc. Only in the 
benighted imagination of our ultra- 
lefts will some of the imperialists 
help ths Soviet Union defeat some of 
the othsr imperialists. At all costs 
the imperialist cutthroats unite for 
the inevitable clash with the Soviet 
Union. For the imperialists are not 
ultra-left boneheads. They realize 
that however great the inter-imperial- 
ist conflicts may be, the historical 
conflict between capitalist and social- 
ized economy is far greater. This 
cleavage between bourgeois private 
Ownership and socialized production is 
fundamental, the imperialists realize. 
These two forms of production cannot 
exist side by side indefinitely. This 
basic contradiction of the present 
historical period must be liquidated 
before any inter-imperialist redivi- 
sion of the globe can bs undertaken. 
The imperialists lmow that if capital- 
ism is to survive every remnant of the 
first victorious proletarian revolu- 
tion must be annihilated. Not only 
will they seek to wipe out socializ-— 
ation as such, but they will endeavor 
to destroy as much of the actual mat-— 
erial products created by the social- 
ized economy as they can. The imperi- 
alists will try to leave no stick 
standing which might possibly remind 
the workers of the socialized economy 
wnieh existed before the Soviet Union 
was destroyed. In addition to perpst-— 
rating incalculable physical destruc- 
tion in the Soviet Union,tne imporial- 
ists will bend every effort to wipe 
Marxism out of the human mind so that 
for at least the next hundred years 
the vanguard of the proletariat will 
consider the overthrow of capitalism a 
childish dream. Capitalist 
will be resbred in Russia and the 
country divided up amongst the imperi- 
alists. Let the ultra-lefts who call 
for the defeat of Stalin's army ponder 
on this prospect. 


The existence of the Stalinist 
distorted superstructure of the work~ 
ers state does not for a moment fool 


the imperialists as it does our ultra 
lefts. Stalin may make friendly gest~ 
ures to the imperialists until his 
hand falls off, but to no avail, for 
beneath the smiling face of this rene- 
gade from Communism they see the so- 


ec onomy 


eialized economy on which his blood 
bespattered feet still stand. Hence 
the imperialists reject Stalin's 


friendship and prepare to destroy the 
soviet Union. 


The ultra-lefts are afraid to 
call for the victory of Stalin's army 
becaus2 they imagine that this would 


strengthen Stalinism: 


"Let us consider for a moment 
tho possibility of a Russian vic- 
tory in awar. A victory can only 
mean the strengthening of the rul- 
ing regime...." (The Spark, October 
1938, p.. Be) 


Here again we see. the political idiocy 
of ultra leftism which imagines that 
Stalin will try actually to defeat 
imperialism. While Stalinism rules the 
Soviet Union and holds its present do- 
micant position in the international 
proletarian vanguard, the victory of 


Stalin's army and the defoat of im 
perzalism are an absolute impossibil- 
ity. In times of peace, Stalinism in 


order to preserve itself in power has 
the political aim of preventing pro- 
letarian revolution and of compromis-— 
ing with imperialism lest the latter's 
weakening or defeat result in prolet- 
arian revolution. In times of war, 
Stalinism will follow precisely the 
sane line. The ultra-lefts fancy that, 
if they called for the defeat of im 
perialism and the victory of Stalin's 
army, they would be playing into Stal- 
in's hands. Let these muddleheads set 
their fears at ease, for Stalin is the 
last one in the world to desire the 
victory of his army and the defeat of 
imperialism. To save himself from im 
mediate destruction and to have a bar— 
gaining card with the imperialists, 
Stalin will hurl his army into the 
battle with just enough force to stave 
off a too easy victory for imperialism. 
Stalin's army will be made to exert 
only enough pressure to force the im- 
perialists to desire a compromise with 
Stalin. The latter, harping on the 
danger to the imperialists of prolet-— 
arian revolution if the war is pro- 
longed, will offer the imperialists 
various concessions. He will promise 
to open. Russia to foreign investors 


-and to bring Russia back to capita” -. 


\ 
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The imperialists, however, if they are 
not meanwhile wiped out by internation- 
al proletarian revolution, or if they 
are not threatened by a sullen, rebel- 
lious working class, will brush Stal- 
in's effers aside, as they now throw 
his "pacts" into the garbage can, and 
will proceed to the complete destruc- 
tion of the Soviet Union, for which 
task they have more than enough mater 
lal strength? 
; ",...for yow know perfectly well 
that as long as Russia remains the 
only workers! republic and the old 
bourgeois system continues in the 
rest of the world, “we shall be 
weaker than they, we shall be under 
the constant mendce of tattack." 
(V. I. Lenin, Selected Woris, Eng 
Ea. Vol. IX, p.479. Our emphasis.) 
‘ J 
The ultra-lefts who imagine Sto#hin 
wants to defeat imperialism give ‘tHe 
workers only two alternatives: either. 
support Stalinism or call for the det 
feat of the Soviet Union. Both these 
alternatives are false. The task of 
the proletariat is to wipe out Stalin- 
isin and every form of opportunism else 
the victory of the workers of the Sow 
viet Union and of the international 
proletarian revolution is impossible 
and universal fascism a certainty. 


The poisoning of the proletarian 
vanguard by opportunism, and primurily 
by its Stalinist brand, is preventing 
the overthrow of the bourgeoisie. A 
Leninist exposure of Stalinism and its 
Opportunist and ultra-left co-workers 
must tear the vanguard of the prolet-— 
ariat away from the scoundrels who now, 
each in his ow way, bind it to the 
bourgeoisie. The real nature of Stal- 
inism which,basing itself on a social- 
ized economy, prevents proletarian re- 
volution through the Comintern ultra 
right and ultra-left zigzags in order 
to preserve itself from overthrow and 
which compromises with imperialism as 


tong as it can, must be made clear to 
the workers. The dangeb of an immin- 
ent ultra-left Comintern zigzag, the 
present ultra-right Stalinist line be- 
coming of no more use to mislead the 
workers because its disastrous nature 
is growing too obvious, must be im 
prossed on the mind of the proletarian 
vanguard. Trotskyism and Lovestonism 
as part and parcel of the Stalinist de- 
generation of the Comintern and as ob- 
jective atjdes to Stalinism must be an- 
nihilated lest the workers. be led into 
these counter—revolutionary traps. 
Social~democracy, consistently since 
1914 the agent of imperialism and dur- 
ing the ultra-right Comintern zigzag 
the open partner of Stalinism,ia still 
a potent opportunist force whose de- 
struction is essontial. The | various 
groups such as ths Fieldites, Oehler- 
ites, Mienovites, Stammites, etc. who 
to avoid a battle with Stalinism dis- 
tort the facts about the true nature 
of Stalinism and ombark on an oppor 
tunistic "mass line" evon though the 
masses, because Stalinism, social— 
democracy, Trotskyism and Lovestonism 
control the proletarian vanguard, are 
in the clutches of these criminal 
gangs, must be understood as a hind- 
rance in the struggle for a new rovol- 
utionary party. And) finally, ) the 
ultra-lefts who, perhaps chiefly out 
of confusion, deny that the Soviet 
Union is still a workers state and 
Call Stor its defsat, must be exposed 
as objective servants of imperialism, 
regardness of what their intentions 
IMay be. 

Casting aside every form of anti- 
Marxist’ quackery, class-consdious ele- 
ments of the proletarian vanguard will 
recognize the formation of ‘a new re- 
volutionary party and International as 
the prime requirement today. Only a 
Marxist-Leninist leadership, which be- 
fore and after the revolution will be 
faithful to the proletariat, can lead 
the toilers to socialism. | 


A LETTER TO THE 
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Dear Comrades: 
We shall begin with examining 
your,remarks on Spain. You .see: in 


Spain not a civil but "an imperialist 
war" —- a position held by the Stalin- 
ists, by Mienov and some others. 


What are the distinct character-— 
istics by which an imperialist war is 
recognized? National States controlled 
by giant corporations are engaged in a 
direct military struggle for the seiz— 
ure of one another's lands, colonial 
possessions, sources of raw materials, 
markets for exporting - commodities, 
places of investment of capital, for 
the purpose ..of financial exploitation 
and plunder of conquered countries. 
The robtery is achieved tnrough direct 
invasion of the enemy's territory, an- 
nexation of provinces and entire 
countries, national oppression of the 
vanquished peoples, and is cloaked 
with the slogan "Defense of the Father- 
land" — a progressive slogan 
epoch ot the rise of the revolutionary 


bourgeoisie but totally reactionary 
and fraudulent during the decline of 
capitalism. 


And what is civil war? Civil war 
is a conflict among classes or groups 
of the population comprising a nation, 
carried-on within the boundary of the 
State, usually by armies speaking the 
same language, either for the control 
of the State or more often, for its 
overtnrow. The chief aims: pursued by 
the antagonists are not outward-bound 
but are confined to the question of 
power within the territory of the 
nation. The military entry of any oth- 


in the © 
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er State into the conflict is termed 


intervention. Even before the conflict 
is decided, one side is sometimes rec- 
ognized by other nations as the leg i- 
timate power within the country. 


Let us now proceed with the ana~- 
lysis of the war in Spain. When Franco 
opened his attack the Stalinists told 
the workers that tho war was one bet~ 
ween "democracy" and Fascism. As the 
conflict unfolded,thousands of sincere 
idealists, many workers, believing that 
bourgeois democracy is freedom, fought 
on the Loyalist side "to preserve dom 
ocracy." Did that really make the war 
in Spain a war between Fascism and 
"democracy"? 


The fallacy of terming the Span- 
ish conflict imporialist or one of 
"Fascism vs. Democracy" can be appre - 
ciated and a correct view of the war in 
Spain shaped only if the whole problem 
is: studied in the light of the present 
period of world history. 


One must form in mind a precise 
picture of the contemporary mechanics 
of class struggle in Syain and within 
world capitalism as a whole. A very im- 
portant section of the picture, occu 
pied by the reactionary develonment in 
the first proletarian State and the 
colossal, anti-Marxist influence this 
devedj@pment exerts upon theclass 
str ste throughout the world must not 
be lost sight of for a singlo instant. 


Bourgeois revolution in Spain was 
due long bofore world capitalism ent- 


erod the imperialist state. Early in 
the twentieth century the country ex- 
perienced & notable industrial growth. 
This development was accelerated by 
the World War. There grew up a con- 
siderable proletariat. If Marx and 
Engels in 1847 could speak of Germany 
as pregnant with bourgeois revolution 
which would immediately be followed by 
proletarian revolution, how much more 
applicable is this formulation to Spain 
of the Twentieth Century. The epoch 
is far more advanced. Since the Mani- 
festo the world went through tremandous 
revolutionary developments of which 
the most outstanding is the October 
victory of the Russian workers and 
peasants. Capitalism is in the de- 
Clining stage, convulsed by a continu- 
ous, ever-deerening crisis. 


Historically, therefore, the 
bourgeois republic in Spain was but a 
passing phenomenon, a transition stage 
towards immediate proletarian revolu- 
tion. But the establishment of the 
proletarian State was frustrated by 
the opportunists within the working~ 
class. For five years the proletarian 
revolution was brewing, preparing to 
burst the fetters of the capitalist 
system. Since bourgeois democracy, de~ 
spite the assistance it received from 
the Stalinists and the opportunists 
within the workingclass,ceuid no long- 
er restrain the masses, the Spani sh 
imperialists launched a Fascist drive 
aiming to eliminate the threat to cap-— 
italism and create "order." 


Marxists recognize that history 
is the greatest political consultant 
and instructor. Viewed from the angle 
of the historical conflict between the 
tourgeoisie and the proletariat, the 
situation in Spain was very much simi- 
lar to thie one in Russia at tae moment 
of the Kornilov uprising. The funda- 
mental difference was that in Russia 
the workers fortunately had a Marxist 
party to lead them which the Spanish 
workers lacked. 

Lenin grasped the eseence of the 
Fascist rebellion of General Kornilov 
against the bourgeois-democratic pro- 
visional government. And it was Len-~ 
in's brilliant appraisal and tactic 
that finally led the Russian prolet— 


ariat to victory. 


At that moment there were two 
wars: one between tne Kerensky ggvern~ 
ment and the Kaiser government of Ger- 
many; the other between the Kerensky 
government and Kornilov. 


With respect to the imperialist 
war between the Kerensky government 
and Germany Lenin plainly stated "We 
are not defencists....Neither the fall 
of Riga, nor the fall of Petrograd 
will make us defencists." 


But with regard to the conmencing 
civil war of Kornilov against the Ker- 
ensky government, in reality a war of 
both Kornilov and Kerensky against the 
workers and peasants, Lenin initiated 
a "unique" policy. He insisted that 
it was necessary to defond Petrograd, 
to fight Kornilov. At the same time 
Lenin warned not to support Korensky's 
government, but to change the tactic 
and for the moment refrain from point~ 
ing the spearhead of the prolotarian 
attack directly against Keronsky. 
"Wheroin, then, consists the change of 
our tactics after Kornilov's revolt?" 
wrote Lenin to the Bolshevik Central 
Committee. "In that we aro changing 
the form of our strugzle against Ker- 
ensky.e..e.We must take into account the 
present moment; we shall not overthrow 
Kerensky right now; we shall approach 
the task of strugsling against him in 
@ different way....-It would be orrone- 
ous to think that we have moved away 
from the task of the proletariat con- 
quering power. No. We have come tre- 

mendously nearsr to it, thoush not di- 
rectly, but from one side. This very 
Ilinuts we must conduct the propaganda 
not so much directly against Kerensky, 
as indirectly against the same man, 
that is, by demanding an active and 
most oenergstic, really revolutionary 
war against Kornilove The development 
of this war alono can load us to power 
eoose" (Collective Works, Vol. XXI, 
pe 137. Emphasis in the original. ) 


Guided by this policy,the workers 
of Petrograd forced upon Kerenslhy's 
government the "victory" over Kornilov, 
But Kerensky's "victory" opened the way 
for the overthrow of Kerensky himself 
and the establishment of Bolshovik power, 
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During the Kornilov uprising some 
of the Bolsheviks leaned to the Right: 
to the support of Kerenskys A fow mov- 
ed to the Left of Lenin arid spoke of 
the nead of "immedidte arrest of Keren- 
sky's government." Lenin piloted the 
Bolsheviks past the Rightist and the 
Leftist pitfalls; which, by the way,ap— 
pear regularly on the road of the pro- 
letariat's struggle for liberation. 


The Russian proletariat political 
ly was a million miles closer to the 
seizure of power than the Spanish evor 
was. Kerensky's government possessed 
only a shadow of power. Kornilov was 
extremely weak. The entire soldier mass 
was dead against him. Not even the en- 
tire body of the officers was support~ 
ing Kornilov. Some regiments supported 
the Bolshoviks. The Baltic fleet was 
decidedly Bolshevik. The influence of 
the S.R.'s and Mensheviks was on the 
eve Of collapse. Their followers were 
rapidly turning to Bolshevism. Yet 
Lenin with iron realism waited for the 
Maximum of cortainty that power could 
be seized and held, And in the new 
situation caused by the Kornilov rev alt 
the overthrow of tne bourgeoisie could 
bo accomplished only by way of the de- 
feat of the Russian Franco, Gene nal 
Kornilov. Kornilov directly "fought" 
Kerensky, but indirectly fought agamst 
the proletarian revolution; Lenin by 
urging the direct fight against Korni~ 
lov, indirectly fought Kerensky and 
the entire bourgeoisie. 


But supposing the Kornilov rebel- 
lion had been more thoroughly organized, 
the civil war prolonged, and Kerensky 
repressions against the proletariat in- 
tensified. Would Lenin abandon his tac~ 
tic and declare for immediate overtirow 
of Kerensxy, for “revolutionary” de- 
featism, for desertions from the -front 
in order to facilitate the overthrow cf 
Kerensky? Not unless he suddenly went 
ultra-Leftist. The adoptiond such a 
seemingly revolutionary line would 
mean the abandonment of the only path 
that could lead the proletariat to pow- 
er. No, Lenin with all the vigor at 
his command would have contimed rous- 
ing the workers against Kornilov, si- 
multaneously exposing Karensk y 's 
treachery and sabotage. 


It is obvious that in the form of 


"Tho 


= 


a Kornilov uprising against bourgeois 


democraty the proletariat has mot with 
4& how experienco in the class struggle. 
contest of the proletariat with 
the bourgeoisie,assuming verious forms 
grow continually richer in content" 
(Lenin). As a measure to stifle the 
working class and thus prevent prolot~ 
arian revolution, the bourgoeoisio re~ 
sorts to a civil war, in appearanco 
directed against tho existing bourg- 
ecis-democratic government, in reality 
against the proletariat. This is tho 
losson of tho Kornilov uprising against 
Kerensky, or Muasolini's march on Rome 
and of Franco's rebellion against the 
People's Front governmont. This is 
the essence of the war in Spain. It 
is a civil war of tho bourgeoisie lod 
by Franco and aided by Azana, ‘sho 
proved too weak to cope with tho "“dis-~ 
orders" that wero sweeping the country, 
against tho prolotariat blinded and 
mislod by Stalinism, Social Democracy, 
Anarchism and othor botrayers within 
tho working class. The difference be~ 
twoon such indirect civil war of the 
bourgooisie against the proletariat 
and a direct ono as in Russia begin- 
nine with the October Rovolution in 
1917 and closing with Kronstadt in 
1921, is that in the diroct civil war 
virtually all the opportunists sido 
Openly with the Kolchaks and Donikins, 
Lonin soberly regognized that to the 
new mothod of struggle on the part of 
the bourgeoisie it was necessary to 
Oppose & new revolutionary tactic. 


Anyone who has failed to observe 
how Franco and the Loyalist Governmet 
have been cooperating in wiping out 
in blood tho flower of the Spanish 
working class is only a superficial 
observer. Anyone who does not see the 
fake Loyalist offensives into which 
the foreign volunteers and the dest 
proletarians were rushed into destruc- 
tion — “offensives" which,"strangely" 
have always been accompanied with 
frightful massacres of the toilers and 
retreats of the Loyalist army ~ while 
the more politically advanced workers 
have been thrown into Loyalist 
prisons, is blind indeed. 


Your position that in Spain there 
is an imperialist war,that "if cither 
sido is victorious world labor will 


suffer a frightful defeat," the policy 
of "revolutionary" defeatism which you 
edvoente plays directly into the hands 
of bronco and Spanish and world capit~ 
alism. Morovver, your position aids 
thc Stalinists, the chief betrayers, 
who in the beginning were concealing 
the nature of the war in Spain by port- 
raying it as "a war between democracy 
and Fascism" and of late have intro- 
Juced the fraud that it is a war ag- 
ainst imperialist invasion. During the 
"trials" of the P.O.U.M. leaders the 
Stalinists wrote$3 


"Gorkin's central line of de- 
fense was the fascist argument that 
the struggle in Spain was a civil 
war not a German-Italian invasion." 
(Poumists on Trial in Spain for Trea- 
son," Daily Worker, Oct. 13, 1938.) 

What difficulty does a bourgeois 
Zovernment encounter in conducting an 
imperialist war? Obviously tne diffi- 
culty of prosecuting the war with max- 
limm modilization of all resources of 
the country in order to secure victory. 
But what is the difficulty of a Keren- 
sky or Azana in a war against Kornilov 
or Franco who is attempting througa a 
military dictatorship to save the don- 
ination of the exploiting classes? 
Ovoviously the difficulty of concealing 
from the workers that Kerensky or Aza- 
na is not pushing the war towards vic- 
tory, that Kerensky and especially 
Azana, who knows what happened to Ker- 
ensky after the defeat of Kornilov,and 
therefore fears victory, is confronted 
with the difficulty of preventing the 
defoat of Franco. 


It is noteworthy that in your 
labors of propping up your Leftist po- 
sition on Spain you resort to the most 
amazing twisting.of history ahd facts. 


In your magazine Creative Communism 
you are portraying Lenin as a Leftist 
during the Kornilov days: "In hiding 


Lenin RAGED against the Bolshevik of- 


ficials who were reluctant to wrest 
the helm of state from the impotent 


Kerensky, against the editors of Prav- 
da, Zinoviev, Stalin, Kamenev." (Our 
emphasis.) 


Reading the words quoted above, we 
rubbed our eyes in amazement. The 
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monstrous distortion af faste stured 
at us in all its hideousness. To show 
that this is definitely a crude in- 
vention we quote Lenin once again: 


"Without renouncing the task o f 
overshrowing Kerensky, we say: we 
must take into account the present 
moment, we shall NOT overthrow Ker~- 
ensky right now." (Our capitals.) 


That is how “Lenin raged against the 
Bolshevik officials who were reluctant 
to wrest the helm of state from 
the impotant Keronsky" (Creative Com— 
munism, Nov. 1938, page 5). 


Since you are supporting your 
"nosition" with a reference to Lenin's 
letter in which the very opposite is 
said, it is obvious that either you do 
not understand what you are reading or 
you are consciously and dcliberate ly 
perverting the truth to make the dis- 
tortion fit your Leftist position. We 
are justified in arriving at this con- 
clusion for immediately following your 
statement about Lenin's "rage" you ac- 
tually cite a few sentences from his 
very lettor from which we quote his 
words "we shall not overthrow Kerensky 
right now." 


There is also a distortion of 
Marxism in your phrase "to wrest tho 
helm of the State." Marx, Engels and 
Lenin taught that the workers must 


smash the capitalist state, not wrest 


the holm of it from the bourgeois 
leaders. 
And speaking of perversions of 


facts and falsifications of history we 
might as well point out another 
"little" distortion in the very para~. 
graph where the first two occur. You 
write of Lenin "On 10 September he 
flayed the Bolshevik central committee- 
men who flirted with the slogan of 
"revolutionary defense' of Russia 
against Germany." And to prove the 
"flaying" you quote Lenin "Neither the 
fail’ of Riga, nor the fall of Petro- 
grad will make us defensists." But in 
this same letter of Lenin's from which 
you quote, Lenin says to the Bolshevik 
Central Comzittee: “Having read six 
copies of the Rabochy after this was 
written, I must say that there is 
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perfect harmony in our views." (Our 
empnasis - L.L.) By omitting this 
highly important statement of Lenin 


you leave the impression that in 1917 
members of the Bolshevik Central Com 
mitee rolled down to the reactionary 

position of Menshevik defencism. 
Sombining all these distortions you 
are hammering out a so-called Leninist 
line, which is in reality a deadly 
Leftist trap. Plainly, you have en- 
tered upon a dangerous path. You must 
realize that you are basing your poli- 
tical position on distortion of facts. 
If you don't reject and repudiate your 


distortions you will find, as you go 
along, that you will have to cover 
them up with new distortions. Eventu- 


ally this path leads to 
systematic fakery. 


consc ious, 


There is a certain sentence in 
the midst of your twists and jugglery: 
"Lenin's line of 1917 is the line of 
revolutionary Communists today and 
forever." That Lenin's line of 1917 
as it actually was, and not as you 
distorted it, should be the line for 
revolutionists today in Spain, we ag- 
ree. Not the criminal Right opportun— 
ism of supporting the reactionary Loy— 
alist government in any way; not the 
criminal Leftist adventurism of deser- 
tions froa the ‘Loyalist front, otc., 
but indirect demand to Azana-Negrin 
government to pursue an active and 
most energetic war. against Franco. 
Merciless unmasking of this bloody cap- 
italist government, exposure of its 
skillful sabotuge of the war, its 
fake offensives, its fear of victory 
over Franco. Exposure of reactionary 
social Democracy, Anarchism, Trotsky~ 
ism, the crazy ultra-Leftism,and above 
all exposure of Stalinism. It is pri- 
marily this mighty opportunist force 
within the world workingclass, which, 
earlier through its ultra-Left adven- 
turist putschism, and since 1935 
through its Rightist line of People's 
Frontism, has prevented the rise of 
the Spanish workers State. The idea 
of revolutionary defeatism, of achive 
sabotage of the war machinery, energe— 
tic struggle to disrupt the front, ag- 
itution for the seizure of land and 
factories, must be propagated among 
the forcibly recruited toilors who for 
the most part make up the armies of 


wrarce The central agitational point 


Im..t be the overthrow of Franco's Fas- 
cist government in order to open the 
possibility for the overthrow of the 
rotten capitalist Republic which has 
been decoiving and crushing the toil- 
ers in the seven years of its exist- 
ence. The Stalinist-Socialist—Anar- 
chist Liberal fako "First win the war 
then the revalution" would act as a 


boomerang against. its "victorious" 
authors. The masses would test it in 
life and, with a Leninist leadership, 


would sweep away the Azana-Stalinist-— 
socialist government as the hussian 
workers swept away Kerensky after his 
"victory" over Kornilov. Only along 
this road, the -road Lenin followed 
during the Kornilov insurrection, lies 
the possibility of proletarian victory 
in Spain. 


CHINA 


While -on. Spain your position is 
consistently ultra-Leftist, on China 
your line is a mixed one containing 
Leftist and Rightist features. 


China is not an imperialist but a 
semi-colonial country. The roading 
classos and-“their government are tho- 
roughly reactionary and are allied with 
British, French and American imperial- 
ism. The policy pursued by Chiang 
Kai-shek or rather by his imperialist 
allies upon whom he is dependent, is 
not to defeat Japan now but wait un 
til the imperialists destroy, as they 
hope, the sick workers State and push 
the entire world proletariat into the 
abyss of Fascism. The collapse of the 
Japanese Empire at present would set 


afire entire Asia, perhaps the world. 
(See our Bulletin #8 on nature of the 
coming war.) The British and other 
imperialists intend to settle with 
Japan later. dence the sham resist— 
ance, which is in reality the treach- 


erous surrender on the part of Chiang: 
Kai-shek of important centers of Cline. 
In the light of such a situation, for. 
the workers to adopt the line you ad- 
vocate, of "revolutionary defeatism" — 
as if China were an imperialist couni- 
ry pursuing a war of conquest — is 
definitely Leftist,only helping Chiang 
Kai-shek to continue his surrencer of 


territory to the Japanese army. 

It is highly amusing that you 
yourself recognize that Chiang Kai- 
shek rpally does not fight Japan when 
you write of "the sensational surrend- 
er of Canton to the Mikado by Chiang 
Kai-shek," 


The Rightist feature in your line 
is your advocacy of a "people's gov- 
ernment,a proletarian-peasam regzine." 
This is but a variation of the Stalin- 
ist “workers and peasants government" 
of the Right line of 1923; and is akin 
to the present Trotskyist ‘position. 
There can be today either dictatorship 
of the bourgeoisie or dictatorship of 
the proletariat supported by the peas- 
antry, even in such backward countries 
as China and India. 


Among the Chinese masses the 
chief obstacle along the road to pro- 
letarian revolution is Stalinism. This 
glaringly outstanding fact in the his- 
tory of China since the Stalinization 
of the Comintern in 1923 is completely 
omitted in the section on China in 
your letter. 


The Marxist line in China must 
stem from the complexity of the histo- 
rical and political situation of that 
country. The outstanding factors are: 
1) the part-capitalist,; - part-feudal, 
semi-colonial nature of China; 2) the 
alliance of its ruling classes with 
the greatest imperialist powers; 3) 
the policy of retreat to prevent the 
"premature" collapse of the Japanese 
Empire;4) the domination of Stalinism 
within the prolétariat. The line of 
the revolutionary proletariat in China 
can be no otner than Lenin's September 
1917 line. Exposure of Chiang Kai— 
shek's treacherous game. Exposure of 
Stalinism and its dark manipulations 
by means of which it subdues the mas- 
ses and prevents their independent, 
revolutionary action. The breaking 
Up, (Olan e national unity.” thr ojuien 
indirect demands for an energetic war 
against Japanese and all imperialism 
A struggle against that opportunism 
which, in one way or another supports 
Chiang Kai-shek from the Right and 
against that opportunism which does 
the same thing from the Left. Only 
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by means of such a policy can the 
toiling Chinese giant. be wakened to 
@nake off Stalinism, imperialism and 
Chiang Kai-shek and march toward pow 
er, to carry out the bourgeois and 
immediately afterward the proletarian 
revolution. 


In your letter to us you assert 
that the Stalinist regime "lives off 
the dominan% economy of the Russian 
empire, state capitalism, and is 
petty capitelist in ite politics...% 
(page 2). What is a modern empire, 
concretély? We will not be wrong in 
describing an empire as a group of 
nations ticd together under the dom 
ination of an Oppressor nation which 
establishes itsclf as a sovercign 
power through conquest, the State 
being citner ancient, feudal Orr 
bourgeois. The fundamontal policics 
ef the modern bourgeois empire are: 
struggle on the part of the upper 
crust. of the capitalist class o f 
groups of multi-millionaires at the 
head of trusts and monopolies for 
sources of raw materials, for markets 
and places of investment of capital, 
for extention of the power of the fin- 
ancialh magnates over the globe. We 
scarch in vain for these features in 
what you term the "Russian ompire." 
What is still more fantastic is your 
assertion that this "empire" which is 
a State devoloping heavy industry on 
a huge scale is "petty capitalist in 
its politics." 


Petty capitalist politics are tra- 
ditionally bourgeois-—democratic polit 
ics. In the era of decline of capital- 
ism large sections of the petty capit- 
alists are going over. to Fascism. But 
in practice bath the bourgeois demo-~ 
cratic and the Fascist regimes are big 
Cupitalist politics, the politics of 
finance capital. Is the “Russian em 
pire" ruled by bourgeois democracy? 
Ob¥iously not. Since no other rule is 
possible for a modern empire than eith- 
er bourgeois democratic or some sort 
or military, Bonapartist, Fascist dict- 
atorship, the ultimate inference, to 


Ollow, your way of thinking, to the 
terion ond, can be no other than that 


a le 


Russia is governed by Fascism. Along 
your line of deduction one is led to 
conclude that Fascism is not only a 
method of capitalist rule to preserve 
private property, but can also develop 
in a workers State on the basis of 
socializec property - which assumption 
is sheer absurdity. 


Your statement about "Russian em- 
pire" is contradicted by you when you 
say that the Stalinist regime “exists 
within a proletarian state, under con- 
ditions that frustrate free trade and 
individual monopolies of the means of 
production and exchange." 


You further write: 


"The major instrument in the 
strugzle against Stalinism is pro- 
paganda enlightening the proletari- 
at on the nature of the ‘Soviet! 
state, the contradiction between 
its substance and its form (the 
bourgeois government)." (Page 3.) 


But the substance of the Soviet 
Union as you have it, is the strangest 
combination of the most contradictory, 
matually exclusive descriptions that 
are likely to occur only in an extreme- 
ly bewildered head. The Soviet Union 
is an empire, it is state capitalism 
(page 2),it is a proletarian stato and 
is in form a bourgeois government 
which is "petty capitalist in its pol- 
itics"! Such is your "position." And 
with such "enlightenment" you propose 
to down Stalinism! We declare that it 
is necessary to enlighten the workers 
as to what Stalinism is, how it ‘arose, 
how it operates to prevent proletarian 
revolution (the two-fold method,ultra- 
Right and ultra-Left zigzags of the 
Comintern). Instead of shedding light, 
you juggle with phrases and intensify 
the fog of confusion. 


We explain that Stalin's Comin- 
tern is a machine to prevent the world 
revolution. The duty of each Stalin- 
ist Party in the capitalist world is 
to prevent the rise of a Marxist party, 
to divert the workers from the path 
leading to the overthrow of the bourg- 
eOisie. But you obscure the essence 
of the function of Stalin's Comintern, 


when you say: "Under Stressemann anil 
Bruening, the admirers of tho Soviet— 
German treaty of Genoa and Rapallo, 
Thaélman and Co. flourished. Omce 
financo capital held the reins of the 
German state firmly in its clutch, 
freed of tedious and timid parliament- 
ary democracy (as if finance capital 
under bourgeois: democracy docs not 
hold the reins of the stato firmly in 
its eluthh). - LL. )...and star bocueits 
drive to the East with greater vigor 
than the Kaiser and his crew cver mus-— 


tercd ~~ the German Stalinists were 
thru, " 

It was not a quostion of the 
orientation of German finance capital 


but the problem of disrupting the gon- 
eine revolution which threatened the 
well-being and power of the Stalinist 
burocracy in the Soviet Union. Asa 
matter of fact German finance capital 
did not start its drive to tho Hast 
immediately after Hitler took power. 
It continued its o'd orientation of 
amity with Stalin and granted fifty 
million dollars credit to the Stalin- 
ist burocracy (The N.Y.Times, March 2, 
1933). Those friendly material rela- 
tions between Nazi Germany and Stalin 
continued for some time. Stalin helped 
Hitler to rearm Germany by shipp ing 
into that country enormous quantities 
of manganese needed in the manufacture 
of hard steel. The heavy shipments 
continued throughout 1934 and even a 
considerable portion of 1935, and were 
greater than to any other country in 
the world! (See Soviet Union Customs 
Roport, 1935). You refuse to look 
facts in the face,and divert the work- 


ers' mind from learning the true les- 
son of the Stalinist betrayal of the 
German masses. (See the chapter "The 


Betrayal of the German Proletariat," 
in STALIN, TROTSKY or LENIN by George 
Marlen.) 


Your singular lack of understand- 
ing of the nature of Stalinism is man- 
ifested on every hand. You state, for 
instance,that Stalinism and Trotskyism 
“Both tendencies regard Democracy and 
Fascism as irreconcilable orders ; 
Trotskyism has taught this lie longer 
than Stalinism." This is absolutely 


false. It is sal in an ultra-Right 
zigzag, particularly in the prosént 


one, that Stalinism tells the workezs 
that democracy and. Fascism are irrecon- 
cilabie. It is a fact that during the 
ultra-Left zigzag, however, Stalinism 
taught the workers that "the Fascist 
dictatorship offers no basic distinc~ 
tion from bourgeois democracy." (Reso 
lution of C.C. of C.PeG on decision 
of Eleventh Plenum, May 1931.) Fur- 
thermore, when Stalinism again puts 
forth an ultra-Leftist zigzag it will 
drop its Right fakery of irreconcila- 
bility of bourgeois democracy with 
Fascism. It is obvious you do not 
grasp the zigzag method of Stalinism. 
We find in the October issue of your 
magazine Creative Commnism the follow. 
ing incorrect and extremely harmful 
thesis: "Stalinism also teaches the 
theory of the irrepressible conflict 
between Fascism and Social Deniocracy, 
ALWAYS TAUGHT IT." It must be recall- 
ed that it was during the brief ultra~ 
Leftist swing in 1924 that Stalin pre- 
sented his theory of social-fascism, 
the thesis reading: "Social democr acy 
is objectively the moderate wing of 
Fascism....-ethey are not antipodes, 
but twins." 


Your false statement that Stalin- 
ism always taught that Social Democra~ 
cy and Fascism aYe irreconcilable is 
far from being accidental. It is your 
line. This outright distortion objec- 
tively is a criminal hiding of the 
Stalinist method of the two zigzags 
and aids Stalinism. 
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In examining present-day Trotsky- 
ism you simply ignore the fundamental 


feature of this tendency which develop- 


ed since the rise of Stalinism. You 
do not explain why Trotsky avoids a 
real fight against Stalinism. There 
is not a word, either in your letter 
or in your magazine, to show the gene- 
sis of contemporary Trotskyism. 


On Page 1 of your letter you ad— 
mit that: of various opportunist tenden- 
cies "chief among these is the Third 
International." Leaving aside your 


ecorrect. 


wrong definitions, this formulation is 
Stalinism is the main trait- 
orous force within the working class, 
and Stalin, the man who controls the 
distorted proletarian. State, is the 
chief of falsifiers and swindlers oper~ 
ating within tho oppressed masses in- 
side and outside the Sovict Union. But 
you divert the attention of the work 
ers from this cardinal fact by calling 
Trotsky "The chief of charlatans"(p.34). 


You sneer at the Trotskyist move- 
mont. "He and his ilk play as scrious 
a part in class struggle as the unemp- 
loyed intellegentsia,thoe theoreticians 
of streamlined social-patriotism." 


This is a torrible falsification. 
Trotskyism is an extpemely serious on- 
emy, international in scope, playing a 
very important role due to Trotsky's 
part in the October revolution, and 
next to Stalinism the most pernicious 
of all the pseudo-Bolshevik forces. 
Your low estimation of Trotsky's role 
is also in conflict with your descrip- 
tive appellation "The chief of charlat~- 
ans." We define Trotskyism as a hybrid 
of Centrism, Bolshevism and Stalinism 
with an anti-Stalinist coloration. 
Trotsky is attached to Stalinism »be- 
cause he time and again voted against 
accepting Stalin's resignation. Be- 
cause he deceived the proletariat from 
1922 and throughout the years of the 
rise of Stalinism. Because he, objec-. 
tively, assisted Stalin to deliver the 
German proletariat to Hitler. Because 
he is among those who are chiefly res— 
ponsible for the Stalinist degencration 
of the Soviet Union and the Comintern. 
Becaust he perpetuates the fraud that 
this degeneration came as a result of 
the adoption. by the Stalinists in 1924 
of the "theory" of Socialism in one 
country, hiding the truth that tho de— 
generation came as a result of the in- 
trigues and plots among the leadors 
conspiring for personal power. Trot- 
skyism covers up and objectively serves 
Stalinism. It fights against the dic- 
tatorship of one party; it supports 


Yeformism, bourgeois democracy in 
Spain and Mexico. If the origin of 
today's Trotskyism is not correctly 


explained to the workers, it is not 


only ossible but absolutely inevit- 
able that many workers disillusioned 
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with Stalinism will fall into the trap 
of Trotskyisme 
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So far as Fieldism is concerned 
you assure us that “a precise and 
scientific term for this tendency is 


T rotskyism that out-Trotskys Trotskys.' 
We cannot help remarking that such 
term is neither precise nor scientific; 
it is meaningless. In what particular 
way does Fieldism show itself to be 
Trotskyist you do not show. We evalu— 
ate the Fieldites as Left-Trotskyists, 
above all because their view is that 


up to the "French Turn" Trotsky was a 
Marxist. They cover up Trotsky's 
treacherous part in the creation of 


the Stalinist monster. 
weady stepped into the Leftist morass 
by declaring that the Soviet Union is 
no longer a Workers State. 


They have al- 


Your estimation of Stamm and 
Oehler is utterly unpolitical. You 
write: "These two scoundrels represent 
a single trend which might be des- 
cribed as ultra-left Trotskys. They 
too desire nothing more than the united 
front against fascism, the defense of 
the "Soviet Union," and the Fourth In- 
ternational as the only instrument for 
proletarian salvation. The panacea of 
the revolutionary workers party is 
their most disgusting present to 
labor." There is not a single word ‘to 
give the workers an idea as to what 
sort of a tendency "these two scound— 
rels" represent. What is their polit~ 
ical jline and what is wrong with it? 
We show that they are left Trotskyists, 
as Field is, because they are covering 
up Trotsky's true role since Lenin's 
illness and death. Even after t he 
"French Turn" they declared that Trot- 
sky's line, though opportunist, is 
not anti-workingclass. They are de- 
ceiving the workers as to the genesis 
and development of Stalinism and of 
other psaudo-Bolshevik movements with- 
in the proletariat. They refuse to 
declare openly that Stalinism is the 
chief enemy within the workingclass. 


they lump Stalinism together with re- 

formism. They conceal the truth about 

the Stalinist zigzags. Both Oehler 

and Stamm,by declaring the main danger 

to bo Caballero and the Anarchists rath 
er than Stalinism, have assisted Stal-— 

in in betraying the Spanish workers. 

Like Field, Lovestone, Trotsky, Mienov 

and others they pursue a fako mass 

line assuring the vanguard workers who 

aro influenced by them that the masses 

can be reached without a head-on colli- 
sion with Stalinism. 


It is for the reasons given above 
that Oehler and Stamm cannot be regard- 
ed as Marxists, and not because they 
advocate the necossity of building a 
revolutionary party,which is a correct 
thing to do. 


Now on the attitude the workers 
should take in the event of war bet- 
ween tho Soviet Union and the imperial- 
ists. We read in your letter: "Any 
war that Russia might undertake, under 
its present government would be an im- 
porialist war......We are against t he 
defense of the Soviet Union because we 
are opposed to the shedding of prolet— 
arian blood for what does not exist. 
Thero is no Sovict Union,there is only 
the Russian empire, the aggregate of 
nations and governments undor the iron 
heel of Stalinism which daily destroys 
the proletarian dictatorship created 
by October 1917" (Page 5). 


We'll have to dissect this, separ- 
ating fact from illusion. That Stalin- 
ism can conduct only a counter-revolu- 
tionary war, goes without saying. But 
in so far as the question of the work 
ers defonding the "Russian empi re," 
you have done phenomenally well in 
tangling yourself inextricably in a 
glaring contradiction. Observe that 
you yourself admit that the Stalinist 
regime exists "within a proletarian 
state, under conditions that frustrate 
free trade and individual monopolies 
of the means of production and 
exchange "(Page 2). But the use of 


the present tense in your statement 
that Stalinism "daily destroys the 
proletarian dictatorship" amounts to 
an admission that in Russia not all 
the conquests of October have been 
eaten away by the Stalinist cancer, 
Without eluding truth and logic, it is 
clear that Russia in its material 
foundation is still a proletarian 
State, though horribly distorted dy 
the usurpin;,; burocratic centralism. It 
is also obvious that the duty of true 
Marxists is to defend the remnants of 
October against the enemy within — 
Stalinism; and the enemy without — in- 
ternational imperialism. in” t.Bee 
problem of defending the distorted 
proletarian State the Marxists mst 
demarcate themselves sharply from the 
opportunists who in one way or another 
assist Stalinism and the bourgeoisie. 
The Stalinist ~ rank-and-file workers 
see only the economic structure and 
close their eyes to the political and 
administrative superstructure. Trotsky 
and Lovestone see both the structure 
and the superstructure but make peace 
with the reactionary superstructure. 
The ultra-Leftists' attention is dram 
mainly to the superstructure. Tnoy 
distort the true character of the eco~ 
nomic structure and urge the workers 
to practice "revolutionary" defeatism 
when the armies of world imperialism 
enter the Soviet Union to smash not 
only Stalinism but also its material 
base, to reintroduce private property 
relations in the means of production 
and exchange. 


_ Yours is an ultra-Leftist posie 
tion, ‘bent upon turning your back on 
the sick proletarian State. You are 
compelled to recognize that the. Soviet 
Union is different from the bourgeois 
States. 


You do not realize that by saying 
"World capital regards the Russian 
state as a bug in its soup," 
wittingly indicate the salient fact 
that the chief contradiction in the 
world today is between socialized pro- 
perty of the burocratically distorted 
proletarian State and private property 
of world capitalism. Seizing upon the 
invention of yours you cry out “there 
is only the Russian empire." Your 
policy is “We will call on Russian 


you wun. 
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zoilers to practice revolutionary de— 
featism....even if Fascism is flooding 
over tne empire's borders." A more 
effective way Of assisting capitalism 
to finish the remmants of October is 
difficult to imagine. 


Your unscicntific position helps 
Stalinisn. to continue its deadly hold 
upon the Russian and world. working- 
class. Everybody knows that in an im- 
poriulist war none of the imperialist 
powers threatens to alter the economic 
foundations of socicty in the count- 
rics of the defeated antagonists. But 
the defoat of Stalin's "Rod" forces, 
which aro based upon burocratically 
controlled socialized cconomy, by the 
armies of "democratic" England, 
Fascist Gormamy or. somi-fcudal Japan, 
which are based upon private ownership 
of industry — a distinctly lower eco 
nomic order — can result only in the 
restoration of private property in 
Russia, very possible under tho bloody 
rule of the Romanovs. Internationally, 
the dofeat of the "Red" armies by the 
world beurgeoisic would. only intensify 
the demoralization and ideological 
chaos within the proletariat. The 
Russian workers in the face of restor~ 
ation of private proverty rights in 
the provinces occupied by imperialist 
forces, would naturally see in Stalin 


the defendet of socialized property. 
The slogan "revolutionary defeatism," 


because it is incorrect for the Sovict 
Union would serve Stalinism and would 
help the Browders and Dimitroffs mak 0 
the workers cling the more to the 
"greatest disciple of Lonin." Not for 
one instant must revolutionists lose 
signt of the fact that Stalinism is 
not a sOcial class but an opportunist 
forces, an aristocracy of labor, in 
control of the workers state and-oper- 
ating within tho camp of the inter- 
natimal proletariat to prévent a new 
revolution. The overthrow of -this 
privileged, reactionary burocrat ic 
crust by the revolutionary proletariat 
will not alter the fundamental propert 
order within the State. Procecding 
from this basic understanding the. rev 
Olutionists are duty-bound to set the 
Russian workers in motion of militant 
struggle against Stalinism, inter- 
national imperialism and spread among 
the workers inside and outside, the 
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slogan: No confidence in Stalin! By 
removing the Stalinist burocracy and 
instituting direct workers contro! the 
proletariat must transform Stalin s 
war for the privileges of the burocrats 
into a revolutionary war against world 
imperialism’ Such slogans will be 
along Leninist lines because it will 
fit into the realistic interests of 
the international proletariat. The 
Russian workers,oven the less advanced 
among them,will grasp that this policy 
not only docs not threaten the form of 
property in the Soviet Union but in 
actuality is the only safeguard of 
socialized property in that if prée 
pares to romove the Stalinist incubus 
and prevent Fascism from "flooding 
over the empire's borders." They will 
come to the understanding that it is 
the old Leninist line of workers demo- 
cracy within the Soviet Union and of 
extending the Oct@bér revolution 
throughout the entire world. 


LEZ 
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LEAGUE 


To conclude this lengthy letter, 
Concerning our magazine IN DEFENSE OF 
BOLSHEVISM you say: "We like the mag- 
azine's work of exposure of Trotsky's 
and Lovestone's bloody past,and esteem 
highly its services in clearing up 
many heads concerning the functions of 
Stulinism and its satellites. However, 
we do not believe thut it will ever 
achieve its purpose, the explosion of 
Stalinism so long as it persists in 
idealizing, fetishining it..." 


Where is your logic? It does not 
occur to you that our exposure against 
Stalin, Trotsky, Lovestone and other 


betrayers of the proletariat flows 
directly from our political, position. 
Next, how can you charge that we are 


“idealizing" Stalinism? Lenin during 
and following the imperialist war de- 
voted a considerable amount of his en- 
ergies to writing about Social Demo— 
cracy, particularly Kautsky. Accord— 
ing to your way of thinking Lenin 
"idealized" social democracy. We state 


certain facts, among them that Stalin- 
ism is the chief enemy within the pro 
letarian camp. We explain the g#igzeg 
method Stalinism employs to disi-ap% 
revolution and do our utmost to waken 
the workers so that Stalinism and wit 
it all other opportunist tendencies 
are shattered and the path cleared to-. 
wards proletarian revolution. And you 
say that such work means "“idoalizing," 
"fotishteihe! Stalan. 


It is obvious that such a danger- 
ous attitude as yours must lead sooner 
or later in the direction of branding 
Stalinism as "Russian Fascism," a po- 
sition already arrived at by somo ul- 
tra-Lefts, and of openly advising tne 
workers to turn their back upon tho 
Soviet Union. In your attitude wo sec 
only another method of objectively 
working for Stalinism and, thereforo, 
for international reaction. 


To sum up. Your confusion with 
respoct to the Soviet Union,Stalinism, 
Trotskyism, Ochlerism and other oppor- 
tunist currents that sprang up in tho 
post-Leninist uray your failure to 
grasp the meaning of the conflict in 
Spain,the imperialist tactics in China, 
the present world situation as a whole; 
the unscientific manner in which you 
throw conflicting political terndoncies 
into one pot labslled "social-inmerial- 
ism"; and last but not least the Right- 
ist features which supplement your ult- 
ra-Leftism make it plain to us that 


yours is an ecclectic anti-Bolshevik 
tendency. 
Deny if you will that your posi- 


tion, just as the position ¢ Trotsky , 
of Lovestone, and of other pseudo-Bol- 
sheviks,and also of true Leninists, is 
closely tied with the Russian question 
— the central question of the present 
era. In the entire Leftist craziness 
experienced by the proletariat, the 
present-day Leftism passes all in its 
harmful conscquencess Instead of a po- 
licy of curing the diseased Workers 
State by means of a surgical operation, 
the Leftists propose to destroy the 
patient together with the disease. So 
cialized means of production and ex 
change means nothing to them. It was 
won through the most excruciating strug- 
gle and bitter sacrifice of hundred of 
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thousands of the best lives of the Rus- 
sian toiling masses. Established on 
the graves of private property of the 
Russian capitalists and landlords, so- 
cialized economy — one of the greatest 
and most precious revolutionry 
achievements in all history -- the ul- 
tra-Leftists, after recklessly pasting 
on some justificatory labels, "Russian 
empire," "Stabe capitalism," and the 
like, are preparing to help reaction 
to tear it down through their counter~ 
revolutionary defeatism. A more dan- 
gerous blindness leading to so mon- 
strous a crime can hardly be imagined. 
And if the Russian masses were to 
carry out the progrum of the Leftists 
so that "Fascism is flooding over the 
empire's borders" smashing to atoms 
the socialized foundation and in the 
midst of an unsurpassed orgy of sadism 
and savagery reestablishes the Russian 
capitalist state, what will the honest 
ultra-Left workers! reaction be? With 
the world bourgeoisic sating its low 
est class feelings of cruelty and 
furious revenge, with wide swaths of 
terror cut through the oppressed of 
the entire world, the honest but un- 
wise ultra~Left workers will be sicken- 
ed and horrified at their own incred- 
ibly vicious anti-workingclass policy 
which will have helped world impcrial- 
ism to destroy the only remaining pre- 
cious acnievement of the Octobor revo- 
lution -- socialized property. And 
the profound tragedy of theirs:wtlibe 
the keenor because, victims of Leftist 
myopia, they will have acted in the 
name of Marx, Engels and Lenin. 


Recognizing the revolutionary or- 
igin and the transitional nature of 
the present Russian State,we establish 
in our analysis a distinction between 
the State's basic economic structure 
and the political superstructural dis- 
ease. We combat Trotsky who pursues 
his old, treachorous circuitously cap- 
itulatory policy of expressing readi~ 
ness to collaborate with the Stalinist 
cancer (The Case of Leon: Trotsky, 
pe 171), and who in the event of an 
imperialist attack upon the Soviet 
Union, promises to tell the workers to 
remove Stalin "When victory is assured" 
(Ibid., pe299). Wo fight always unm 
der all circumstances for the complete 
destruction of Stalinism. Against 


Stalinism we advance the policy of re- 
volutionary surgery be there "peace" 
or war. The revolutionary workers 
must do their utmost to save the half- 
strangled workers state from the Stal- 
inist burocratic vampire and create a 
healthy superstructuro in the shape of 
a new Bolshevik Party and democratic 
workers! control of the entire social- 
ized economy and of the administration - 
of tho apparatus. In the evont of war 
usurpor Stalin will skillfully avoid 
inflicting a cmushing defoat upon im 
perialism for the fear of unleashing 
the forces of revolution. We advocate 
tho September 1917 tactic (Kornilov 
situation) to oxpose and ovorthrow re- 
negade Stalin and transform Stalin's 
reactionary and treachorous war into a 
revolutionary war against the world 
bourgeoisie. It must be borne in mind 
that when Lenin employod the September 
tactic the Russian State was capital- 
ist both in its structure and super- 
structure. Kornilov's attempt  con- 
tained imperialist features in that he 
was secretely backed by tho British 
Ambassador Buchanan and the Fronch 
military attache, while Kerensky en- 
joyed the official recognition of the 
imperialist allies, England, France, 

Italy and the United States. In the 
forthcoming imperialist attack upon 

the Soviet Union, alongside the for~ 
elgn Fascist legions will march 
the revitalized Russian White Guards led 
by the Kornilovs and Miliukovs gather- 
ed from all the four corners of the 
world. International imperialism in 
all probability will assign them the 
role of puppets to rule over the Rus- 
sian masses. In essence the forthcom 
ing undlaught will be a repetition of 
the intervention when the Sovict Re- 
public had just been formed, with the 
following important differences: A) It 
will be carried out on a titanic scalo; 
B) Instead of the Kolchak and Donikin 
armies boing the backbono it will be 

Hitler's Fascist hordes; C) The Work- 

ers State is in the grip of a clique 

of degenerated usurping gang of former 

Bolsheviks whose sole concorn is to 

maintain itself in power by moans of 

internal terror and a consistent, sys-— 

tematic prevention of collapse of in- 

ternational capitalism; D) The aim of 

the world bourgeoisie is not so much 

to restore the former Russian raling 
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classes to power as to abolish social- 


ized economy and to carve up the vast 
territories among the imperialist 
states. 

And in that situation you will 
tell the Russian workers to disregard 
the armies led by Hitler and his al- 
lies and aids sweeping into Russia! 
You will urge the workers to disrupt 
the front. How utterly devoid of a 


grain of Leninist sense, how monstrous— 
ly reactionary and literally suicidal 
your policy of "revolutionary" defeat— 


ism for the Russian masses is can be 
seen in the glaring light of your ow 
admission that the Stalinist regime 


“exists within a proletarian state." 


Marxism is flanked by Right and 
Left opportunism. During. the World 
Wax Left opportunism was dormant. Marx~ 
ism (Lenin) was the extreme Left of 
all tendencies within the proletariat. 
Leftism made its reappearance in the 


May 1917 crisis in Russia, expressed 
in the advonturist slogan "Down with 
the Provisional Government." There 


was recrudescence of Leftism in Septem 
ber 1917 when some sailors, supporters 
of the Bolsheviks, inclined against 
Lenin's line and spoke of the immediate 
overthrow of the Kerensky government. 
Leftism broke out during the Brest 
Litovsk peace negotiations, endunger- 
ing the life of the Soviet Republic.It 
appeared in Germany in 1920, necessit-— 
ating a pamphlet on Left sickness by 
Lenin. Leftism was represented in the 
Comintern by Bordiga,who at the Fourth 
Congress of the C.I.regarded Lenin as 
being a Rightist deviator. This was 
but natural: Leftists view Marxism as 
Right opportunism, while Right oppor 
tunists brand Marxism as sectarianism. 


It is in place here to mantian-a 
certain queerness of Leftism, namely, 
that it often swings to ultra-Rightism. 
Bukharin who #m Lenin's day was a hab- 
itual Leftist, under Stalin readily 
supported not only the ultra-Leftist 
but also the ultra-Rightist zigzags. 
Cannon who was a Leftist ih the under- 
ground days of the American Commnist 
movement is today distinctly a Kight- 
ist. And coming to the present-day 
ultra-Leftists, the Mienovites reject 
the basic Bolshevik principle of dice 


tatorship of one party, the party of 
Communist revolution, and advance the 
old Monsnevist line of freedom "for 
other workingclass" parties, now also 
supported by renegade Trotsky; and 
your own leader, Fairfax, holds that 
it is perfectly permissiblo for a 
"Communist" to enter a bourgeois cabi- 
net. His exact written statement is 
as follows: "Communists may take pat 
in sapitalist governments, in any de~- 
partment of the bourgeois stato." This 
opportunist position callod "Millerand- 
ism" was condemmed yet by tho Second 
International in 1904. Certainly his- 
tory has proved conclusively, especial- 
ly since 1914, that "Gommunists" and 
"Socialists" who onter a bourgeois 
cabinet are among the bascs traitors 
to the cause of the working class. 


With the steady Stalinist degener-— 
ation of the first Workers State, es- 
pecially after the Moscow "Trials," 
Leftism again became rampant among the 
workers. From a longer point of view, 
ag tho degoneration uninterruptedly 
continucs, the danger from Left oppor~ 
tunism is acquiring a serious aspect, 
Many @ radical worker, failing to 
@rrive at the correct analysis of the 
counter-revolutionary transformation 
of the Comintern, takes to Leftism as 
a duck to water. In essence a nosition 
like yours is but the expression of 
the inability and unwillingness to 
struggle against Stalinism, the most 
potent opportunist malady ravaging the 
only Workers State and the inter- 
national prolotariat. 


We can only sincerely trust that 
the comrades in your group make a 
scrious and pationt survey of the en- 
tire field of problems confronting the 
intcrnational workingclass and re- 
evaluate their present political posi- 
tion. 


The watchword is: Beware of the 
tempting, revolutionary-sounding op— 
portunist programs which spell disast— 
er for the world prolotariat} 


THE LENINIST LEAGUE J. S. @. 


November 28, 1938. 


TO 


THE 


I NOS DiS een oe Oy 


Dear Friends and Comrades: 


You have been receiving our bulle- 
tin IN DEFENSE OF BOLSHEVISM for some 
time. No doubt you are now acquainted 
with the ideas expressed there and sym- 
pathize with the main aim of the maga~ 
zine, ieee, to defend the ideas of Bol 
shevism against all its enemies and its 
pseda-Marxist "friends" - especiall y 
against the Stalinist scourge whicn is 
burying the traditions and teachings 
of Leninism. 


The comrades around the periodic— 
al IN DEFENSE OF BOLSHEVISM have under— 
taken the task of unearthing the whole 
truth about the degeneration of the 
Comintern and the Soviet Union, clari- 
fying the class-conscious, revolution— 
ary, vanguard workers; to rally them 
in an offensive against the persistent 
and deep-going trend of pessimism, de- 
moralization, confusion and defeats 


The Leninist League, U.S.A., 
BeO. Box (67, station D, 

New York City 

Dear Comrades: 


Enclosed please find $ 


lication of IN DEFENSE OF BOLSHEVISM. 


REA DE RS: OF 


BIOMLES oak Vv LSM 


that have beset the international work 
ing class since Stalin usurped power 
in tne Soviet Union. 


In the very short time allowed us 
by history for this task, we mst 
reach an ever-widening circle of poli- 
tically clear and determined sympath- 
izers and supporters. The imperative 
need of the hour is the need of a genu- 
ine revolutiorary party. The work of 
carrying on and spreading IN DEFENESE 
OF BOLSHEVISM has already reached the 
limits of the financial capacity of 
our small group. 


We ask you to share in the work 
of attempting to extricate the entire 
working-class from the reactionary 
wave engulfing it. We ask you to 
share in the struggle for the est ab- 
lishment of Socialism. 


THE LENINIST LEAGUE U.S.A 


* * * * * 


as a contribution toward the pub- 
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The Leninist League, U. S. Ae, 
New York City 


Dear Comrades? 
Enclosed please find $ 
OF BOLSHEVISM for 


for which send me IN DEFENSE 


year, 


hie ry 
i} § 
0. & 
‘sy 1 
Ua . ’ 
ad 
oa 
Mi 
1, 
ri é 
. i ed 
4 
; ‘ 
’ n 
“ Me * : Ba 
op Om ay “ SLE 
* 
ye 
P oa eect Spey 
Ny Wa 0a he Se 
Ly 
op 
: 


[Rn nents erates cers aritaah ladle Almay Abigail 


